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My dear Master, 

Though you are not \ke person to whom the 
followmg Letters were addressed in MS., I take 
leave to dedicate them in print to you, who can 
vouch for the fiujt of their having been really 
written under the circumstances stated in the 
first of them. Perhaps it is not very material 
whether they were or not : and I only state it 
by way of accounting, in some degree, for the 
style of them ; which might, perhaps, have been 
rather less &miliar, and, as some may think, 
more suited to the subject, if their origin had 
been different. Not that I need remind you, 
— though through you I may remind those who 



V IKTRODtJCTIOK. 

require it — that the suhject of these Letters is, 
not the Apocalypse of St. John, but the Com- 
mentary of Dr. Todd. 

Another reason why I mention the origin of 
these Letters is, that if the suhject had been 
chosen by myself, it would probably have been 
a larger subject than a single volume of a single 
writer of the literal school. The smallness of 
the subject is not, however, without advantage ; 
since it will, I think, enable those who may 
read these Letters to see that it is possible to 
demonstrate the futility of the leading iuturist 
interpretation of the Apocalypse, and the com- 
plete incompetency of its author, without the 
aid of any general arguments on the principles 
of prophetic interpretation, or any exposition 
of the inconsistency of the literal interpreters 
among themselves* 

I have been asked (as you know), by a very 
eminent person, whether it was really worth 
while to publish an answer to Dr, Todd's book. 
If this were merely one of the multitude of inters 
pretations of the prophecies, which^ as he truly 
says, "pass into obscurity one after another," 
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satisfying nobody of anything that they were 
not better satisfied of before, I should certainly 
agree, that, on account of its own merits, it waiB 
not worth while to publish an answer to it. But 
Dr. Todd's book is not one of a class— not on^ 
particular application of a system or. principle 
of interpretation : neither was it written to con- 
vince people of the truth of the particular inter- 
pretations contained in it, but of the principle 
of interpretation on which it is founded. At 
any rate, if I am wrong in guessing at his object 
in writing it, J am certainly right in saying that 
that is the purpose for which it is used. At 
present it is the literal interpretation of the 
Apocalypse — the book which is to show that an 
interpretation of the Apocalypse can be given on 
the literal principle, quite as good as, or rather 
much better than, any of the common symbolical 
expositions. Mr. Maitland had done the nega- 
tive part of the business, no doubt, as well as it 
can be done, against the symbolical system ; but 
the positive part, the interpretation to be sub-, 
stituted for the exploded ones, was still want- 
ing; and Dr. Todd supplied the want. His 
book is written in an imposing manner : he is a 
person of some consequence, I suppose : and, as 
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fiur as I know, not notorious as a party man ; 
and it seems to have been agreed by those who 
were not inclined to scrutinize very rigidly any 
new interpretation, " on the improved principles 
of i»:ophetic interpretation," that Dr. Todd's 
was to be henceforth the received exposition of 
the Apocalypse. 

I do not mean that its reception was con- 
fined to those whose arms were open for it : on 
the contrary, the reason of its being sent to me 
was, that it had converted a friend of my corres- 
pondent. I believe, indeed, the convert was of 
the female sex, who are rather apt to believe in 
the last interpretation of the prophecies they 
have read ; but I dare say Dr. Todd has male 
converts also. However that may be, I tibink 
you will agree with me that I have stated 
enough to show that it is worth while to publish 
a refutation of his book, even if a different in- 
terpretation of every vision of the Apocalypse 
could be written on the literal or futurist system. 
But it cannot : for though some of Dr. Todd's 
interpretations are, no doubt, to be attributed to 
himself and not to his system, yet his main pro- 
positions, and especially that interpretation of the 



INTRODUCTION. vii 

sixth Seal on wliich nearly all the rest depend} 
are nut so ; but are of the essence of that system 
of interpretation. 

And there is another reason, independent of 
the former, why those who believe his theory to 
be wrong ought to answer his book. One of hia 
objections (adopted from Maitland) to the com-< 
mon interpretations is, that nobody yentures to 
rely on the prophetic argument in controversies 
with Papists, because it would be immediately 
answered that the Protestant interpreters them- 
selves do not agree. Much more then, while 
the Protestant Dr. Todd's interpretation re- 
mains believed in by a large number of persons, 
and, as far as I know, unanswered in detail, 
may the reply be made — " Not oaly do the 
Protestant interpreters not agree in the details 
of the prophecies which they apply to Rome, 
but they do not agree that they relate to Rome 
at all: one of them has written an interpre-> 
tation referring the prophecies to something 
quite different from Rome, and his interpre- 
tation is unanimously adopted by a great number 
of people in your Church, and unanswered ; 
and it is the literal interpretation ; whereas the 
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others are forced and symbolical, and no two of 
them agree." 

It is not for me to say whether what I have 
said will satisfy others, as I am satisfied myself, 
that every material proposition or interpretation 
in Dr. Todd's book is wrong. One thing, how- 
ever, I will venture to say that I have shown — 
that his book is not what it professes to be : that 
it is not an exposition o^ or even " Discourses 
on, the Prophecies relating to Antichrist con- 
tained in the Apocalypse." For that work Dr. 
Todd may have "made considerable progress 
in preparing himself" though he has '' aban- 
doned it for the present." But this is not it, 
nor any part of it — except the title-page, which 
seems to have been printed by anticipation; and 
it is worth while to show that it is not, if I 
have done nothing more. I hope you will 
think that I have done a good deal more : in- ' 
deed you must allow me to say that, if I did not 
ktiow that you do, these Letters would have 
remamed in manuscript. 

Believe me, always, 

Yours most truly, 

E. B. D. 
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My dear 

YotT asked me to send you my opinion of 
Dr. Todd's " Lectures on the Apocalypse." As 
I suppose you want something more than a mere 
dictum that the book is very bad or very good, 
I will send you some observations on the pre- 
face and the first lecture ; «nnd when you have 
read them, if you wish me to go on, you shall 
hear what I have to say upon the other lec- 
tures in succession. 

I am glad you lent me the book and desired me 
to read it. I had seen it often referred to in Ma- 
gazines, by writers of what Mr. Faber calls the 
" Rome- whitewashing school," as the leading 
book on that side of the question, and spoken 
of as if it had exploded for ever the eomnion 
Protestant system of interpreting the Apoca- 
lypse, and set up in its place a rational, consis- 
tent, and self-evident system, free from all the 
extravagances of other interpretations, incapa- 
ble of admitting any such variations in its ap- 
plication, unrefiitable by either argument or 
time — ^the great enemy of prophets. Never- 
theless, I had not had the curiosity to read it. 
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because I saw enough of it in these Magazines 
to discover that it was founded on the same 
arguments as had been urged before, and with 
apparently greater force, by Mr. Maitland, 
against the common system ; and as I had not 
been convinced by Mr. Maitland, who had only 
the negative side to maintain, I felt pretty sure 
that I should not be converted by Dr. Todd, 
who had undertaken not only to complete the 
overthrow of the old system, but to set up a 
new one in its place. I had never troubled 
myself to consider what sort of an interpreta- 
tion must be, or was likely to be, the result of 
the destruction of the common system, as I was 
satisfied that it was not yet destroyed, or likely 
to be ; and in truth I had no idea, till I read 
this book, that such a new interpretation would 
be so bad, and so easy to be refuted. I fancied 
that those who maintained that the prophecies 
are all yet to be fulfilled had such an advan- 
tage over their opponents, who were obliged to 
find in past history events that would answer to 
these difficult and mysterious predictions, that 
their system could only be refuted by general 
arguments, leaving their interpretations of parti- 
cular prophecies untouched in detail. I find, how- 
ever, that that is not the case, with Dr. Todd's 
book at any rate. Whether anybody else can 
write a better interpretation on this literal or 
fiiturist system,! do not know; but, if they can, 
it shows that the literal principle of interpreta- 
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tion admits of variations in its application just 
as much as the sjonbolical ; in which case the 
main argument of the literalists against the 
symbolical system is gone. 

You observe that I talk of the common, or 
Protestant, or symbolical system of interpreta- 
tion ; whereas, you may say, Dr. Todd's objec- 
tion is, that there are many such systems. He 
does, indeed, say so in some places and for some 
purposes ; but he also admits (what is, indeed, 
too evident to be disputed), that the various 
Protestant interpretations — and the principal 
Popish ones, too— all proceed upon the same 
system or principle. He frequently speaks of the 
** common," "popular," or " historical" system; 
always meaning thereby the system of applying 
the prophecies of the Revelation, with symboli- 
cal meanings, to some past historical events ; 
and considering those prophecies to have been 
in course of fiilfilment for many ages, but not 
yet completed. And when he calls this same 
system the " Protestant system," he means that 
all the Protestant interpreters who adopt it 
agree in looking upon the Papal Roman em- 
pire as the principal subject of the Apocalypse, 
however they may differ in other respects. And, 
on the other hand, the literal or the fiiturist 
system, which is advocated by Dr. Todd, is 
that which professes to interpret these prophe- 
cies as literally as possible; and as there has 
evidently been no literal fiilfilment of them yet, 
B 2 
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it also requires tliem to be applied exclusively 
to events yet to come. It has also been called 
the " Romanising system," as its effect (what- 
ever be its object) is to exempt Papal Rome 
from the denunciations of the Apocalypse ; and 
it is certainly remarkable that it is adopted, I 
believe unanimously, by those who seek to make 
as little as possible of the corruptions and sins 
of Popery, and of the essential differences'be- 
tween the Roman and Anglican Churches. It 
is, however, not less remarkable that this fu- 
turist system is not the system of the principal 
Romish expositors. It was reserved for Mr. 
Maitland and Dr. Todd to do for the Papists 
what they had not done for themselves — not 
by shifting the prophecies off Papal Rome into 
Pagan Rome as they had done, but by post- 
poning them to some fiiture indefinite period, 
and so getting rid of them altogether. I do 
not, however, mean to say that the literal sys- 
tem is not believed in by any body except tliose 
who have a desire to " whitewash Rome." I 
dare say it is very honestly (though I think 
erroneously) believed in by many who have no 
more affection for Popery than Mr. Elliott ; and 
therefore I shall not call it the "Romanising 
system," especially as I think every honest man 
ought to set his face against the wicked but 
prevalent practice of denouncing every body as 
a Papist, who believes or does anything that 
Papists believe or do. 
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I will begin with the :Prefece, p. xiii.i where 
Dr. Todd says that Rev. xii. 7 is a, prophecy of 
a real fight between Michael ; and Satan ; and 
that it must be so understood by the Church, 
because it is taken for the Epistle on St. Mi- 
chael's day. ; 

As to the understanding of the Church, I 
will say (once for all) that the Church has not, 
and does not profess to have, anything to do 
with the interpretation of the Apocalypse ; and 
any attempts to represent these questions as 
settled by the authority of the Church are mere 
tricks. The most he can say is, that the com- 
pilers of the Prayer Book chose that Epistle, 
because they understood it as he does ; but he 
cannot be sure even of that : it was plainly 
taken, because it is the most striking passage in 
which St. Michael is mentioned ; and whether 
they looked upon it as simply a vision of Mi- 
chael actually seen by St. John (which it was in 
fact), or as a prophecy of something to be done 
by Michael, they might just as properly appoint 
it to be read on the day dedicated to St. Mi- 
chael and All Angels. Moreover, Dr. Todd had 
better have remembered, before he talked about 
the opinion of the Church, that if the Church 
has expressed any opinion on the question who 
Antichrist is, that opinion is not exactly in his 
favour ; for, in the " Homily on Obedience " 
(p. 105, Oxford ed.), it is said that the Pope may 
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much more fitly be called Antichrist than the 
Vicar of Christ. 

And farther on this point he says (p. xv.) : — 
" What is this (viz., Mr. Faber's interpretation) 
but to tell us, in direct opposition to the words 
of the prophecy, that Michael did not fight," 
&c. ? On this I remark (as on many other pas- 
sages), that Dr. Todd seems to have no idea of 
the difiference between a vision and the pro* 
phetic application of the vision. Mr. Fabor 
does not say that Michael did not fight^ in the 
vision, which is what the prophecy says; but 
merely that his fighting was symbolical of some- 
thing else. Does Dr. Todd expect to see, or that 
that the world will see, an angel cast a millstone 
into the sea; or 144,000 Jews walking about with 
a seal upon their foreheads; or innumerable 
other things mentioned in the visions, which are 
not expressly stated in the Revelation to be sym- 
'bolieal, but which, if literally falfilled, would be 
more ridiculous than awfal ? 

Or, to confine ourselves to this particular 
vision, which he says is not symbolical, but 
insists that it is a prophecy of a real event, does 
he expect that Satan will get into heaven again, 
and fight the battle over again with Michael and 
the powers of God ? If not, what does he expect, 
or mean by ** a real event?" 

In p. xvi., he suggests that the symbolical 
mode . of interpreting is " unlawfal," &o. It is 
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quite enough for him to do, to prove it wrong 
critically : if it is not wrong critically, it is not 
wrong morally; and, if be can prove it to be 
wrong critically, nobody will trouble him with 
disputing about the lawfulness of it. 

He asks whether any unbiassed mind can 
peruse Rev. vi. 14-17 without perceiving that 
here the day of judgment is predicted, and he 
refers by way of proof to Luke xxiii. 30. This 
argument (which is Mr. Maitland's) he recurs 
to very often, and you will see that it may in 
fact be considered the fouiidation of his systenj. 
Whatever it may be worth, on other grounds, 
this reference to Luke xxiii. 30 is a most un- 
. lucky one, as I think anybody may see who will 
look at it. I cannot conceive how even Dr. 
Todd can suppose (notwithstanding what he 
says of the other prophecy in St. Luke after- 
wards), that this relates to the day of judg- 
^ment.« Why should the daughters of Jerusalem, 
•► ^r their children, say, " Blessed s^fe the wombs 
that never bare," at the day of judgment ? But 
I shall have to notice this argument again in 
the place where he treats it more ftiUy. 

The preface ends with arguments against the 
Pope being Antichrist ; on which I should make 
no remark (inasmuch as the arguments are the 
same as Mr. Faber himself uses), but for Dr. 
Todd's obvious intention that his readers should 
infer, that, if Popery be not Antichrist, it is not 
the subject of the Apocalyptic denunciations at 
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all; and his insinuation that the belief that 
Popery is Antichrist is essential to the "Pro- 
testant " system of interpretation. Therefore I 
remind you that Antichrist is not once men- 
tioned in the Apocalypse, although nobody 
would suppose so from Dr. Todd's book ; and 
until he has proved that Antichrist, and the 
Beast, or the woman of Babylon, are identical, 
his objections to the " Pope- Antichrist-argu- 
ment" have nothing whatever to do with the 
real subject of his book. He might just as well 
(as far as concerns the Apocalypse) have written 
to prove that the Pope is not the he-goat or the 
ram of Daniel's vision. Of course, I do not 
mean to say that, if the Pope were admitted to 
be Antichrist, it would not remove the common 
objection that Popery "is not bad enough " to 
be the whore of Babylon. But the converse 
argument is worth nothing; for nobody has 
proved that Rome Papal cannot be that great 
city on seven hills that ruleth over the kings of 
the earth, unless it is the seat of Antichrist also. 
I mean myself to give no opinion whether it is, 
as many of the Protestant expositors think, or is 
not, as others of them Qike Dr. Todd) think ; 
but as he has referred to s. 17 of Hooker's 
" Sermon on Justification," to show (what I 
suppose no sane person doubts) that it is a 
sound opinion that salvation may be had in the 
Roman Church, I will also desire you to read 
further on in that sermon, and you will see that 
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Hooker says this : — " I permit to your wise 
consideration, whether it be more likely, that, 
as frenzy, though it take away the use of reason, 
doth, notwithstanding, prove them that have it 
reasonable creatures — so Antichristianity, being 
the bane and plain overthrow of Christianity, 
may, nevertheless, argue the Church where 
Antichrist sits to be Christian." From this it 
is pretty clear that Hooker was by no means so 
fully convinced that Rome is not the seat of 
Antichrist as Dr. Todd is; and, moreover, that 
he was still less convinced of what Dr. Todd's 
school are so fond of urging as an indubi- 
table conclusion, that we cannot hold Popery 
to be Antichristian unless we are prepared to 
deny that any Papists can be saved ; which is 
another of their summary modes of trying to 
dispose of the question of the application of the 
prophecies to Rome. 

Dr. Todd, 1 have no doubt very sincerely, 
protests against the suspicion that he is inclined 
to Popery, because he defends it from the charge 
of being Antichrist or the Beast. I have nothing 
to do with his motives. If his arguments are 
good, they would be just as good if his name 
were "J. H. Newman," instead of "J. H. Todd ;" 
but if he means, that, because he declares lie 
has no leaning to Popery, therefore his opinions 
and his arguments must be admitted to be im- 
partial and unbiassed; he either is himself, or 
supposes his readers to be, very ignorant of 
b3 
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human nature. The fact is, he has taken up a 
side, no matter from what reasons originally ; 
and, having taken it up, he is just as anxious to 
convince the world that he is right, as if he 
were Bossuet " On the Variations of the Protes- 
tants ;" or the man who wrote the Popish ex- 
position of the Apocalypse under the name of 
"Pastorini:" and I do not think I am saying 
too much in adding, that he is just as determined 
to lay hold of any argument he can pick up to help 
him to whitewash the Pope from the dirt cast 
upon him by Protestant expositors of prophecy, 
as if Leo X., instead of Mrs. Anne Donnielisen, 
had been the founder of his lectureship, and fcs 
lectures were to have been printed at Rome ill- 
stead of by the printer of the University of Dublin. 
I will now proceed to the first of the lectures. 
He talks of the ** failure of former interpreters" 
as an undoubted fact, and one which conse- 
quently leaves the ground quite open to a new 
interpretation, like his. I shall have occasi&n 
to say something about Dr. Todd's idea of what 
constitutes a failure hereafter : at present I \W11 
only 5ay that, where many men differ in w&it 
they represent to be the truth, it may safely he 
alleged that most of them have failed in dis- 
covering it. But unless they have aH faifed 
(which is the very thing he has got to prove), 
that admission is not of much service to his 
argument.' * I willnot say that this statement of 
Dr. Todd'» is not remarkably modest; but I 
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will say that it is not remarkably prudent. By 
this time he has himself become a " former in- 
terpreter;" and it strikes me that he will find it 
rather difficult to fr.ame any criterion of failure 
which shall include all interpreters former to 
himself, and shall not now include himself. 

But he has some evidence of this feilure of 
his predecessors to produce : — " This failure is 
evinced by the acknowledged fact that exposi- 
tion after exposition has passed into obscurity, 
producing no eifect upon the faith of the 
Church; reftiterl, perhaps, in most cases by 
time itself; changed and retracted even by the 
author ; or its very existence forgotten, if not 
in the lifetime of the author, at least by the 
generation that followed/' 

Now, if no effect has been produced on the 
faith of the Church (i. <?., of members of the 
Church) by these former expositions, I should 
like to know how that faith has come to exist 
in the "common" or "popular" system of expo- 
sition, and in many of the principal details in 
which the most popular expositions agree, which 
Dr. Todd complains of and writes his book in 
order to refiite, and which has existed for many 
> more years than those of the oldest living ex- 
positor. In one sense, perhaps, the works of 
Mede, Sir Isaac Newton, Bishop Newton, 
Bishop Lloyd, and other deceased expositors, 
Jiave passed into obscurity— viz., that probably 
few people now read the original books, but 



20 LETTER I. 

only the substance of them as adopted by 
modem writers, who have added to, and, no 
doubt, corrected their views. But in much the 
same way, certain other works of Sir Isaac 
Newton may be said to have passed into obscu*- 
rity; inasmuch as all that was read of his 
**Principia" when I was at Cambridge, some 
years ago, was contained in a thin pamphlet, 
which I dare say has since grown still thinner. 
But, though you are not mui^h of a mathemar- 
tician, you are, perhaps, aware that it would 
not be a very correct way of speaking, to say 
that' Newton's "Principia" had "passed into 
obscurity," because the propositions contained 
in them, and the system established by them, are 
now exhibited in a different form« 

Again: the former expositions have been, 
"perhaps in most cases, refiited by time itself:" 
that is to say, the expositions, of which the 
feult is alleged to be that they are historical, or 
referred to the past, instead of being predictive, 
or referred to the future, like Dr. Todd's, have 
been in most cases reftited by time itself! 
" Tempus edax rerum," is, no doubt, a very 
true saying, especially if " rerum " be translated 
" prophecies." But if the liability to be refuted 
.^^;^iL//by time is the true test of expositi©»€bl credi- 
/ bility, I think even Dr. Todd must admit that 
the " futurists " have the worst of it, as against 
the " historicals." And he must also admit that 
time has not yet refuted the most important 
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part of all these former expositions — ^viz., that 
Popery is the woman of Babylon, &e. 

Another charge he makes against them is, that 
some of them have been changed and retracted 
by the authors. Tliis is a circumstance which 
the people of Dr. Todd's school seem to think 
they can never make enough of; and if any in- 
terpreter of the prophecies was so absurd as to 
propound his interpretation as in&llible, no 
doubt his afterwards altering it would be a fair 
enough argument, in personam^ against him. 
But even then it would be nothing more: it 
would not prove, or render it probable, that the 
second interpretation was wrong: all that it 
would prove is, that the interpreter was not a 
man who determined to stick to a mistake when 
he had discovered it. Of course, after this, we 
are not to expect any alterations or amendments 
from Df. Todd. There is his interpretation : 
as it is, so it must stand or fell for ever. 

I do not think it necessary to enter into the 
question of survivorship between the expositors 
and their works ; partly because (not knowing 
much of the mysteries of the book trade) I do 
not know whether there is any natural connec- 
tion between the life of a book and the life of 
its author ; and partly because my observations 
on the falling into obscurity of these works may 
be applied to this question. I will only add, 
that though Mr. Faber is, I am happy to say, 
not dead, he is very old; and though his 
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" Sacred Calendar " was published many years 
ago, .a new edition has been lately required ; 
and that though Mr. Elliott's "Horae Apoca- 
lypticae " is written in the worst English I ever 
read, and is fiill of the most absurd ultra-Pro- 
testantism, the edition I have got of it is the 
fourth. 

I beg you to observe (from p. 11) that Dr. 
Todd clearly does not think it essential to an 
exposition of the prophecies that it should sa- 
tisfy any one — even the writer — " on all points." 
A disagreement, or, as he would call it, a failure, 
in the application of the minor details of the 
' prophecy, he therefore has at any rate no right 
to designate as a &ilure of the system of inter- 
pretation with which they are connected : and 
I see that he confesses that he cannot solve the 
difficulties of one part of the prophecy (the vi- 
sion of the woman and the man child) to his 
x?wn satisfaction ; which happens to be one 
about which those numerous variations are to 
' be found among other interpreters, of which 
' Dr. Todd and his school make so much, and 
would have us believe that no system can be 
right which admits of such variations, and no 
interpretation right which produces no effect 
upon the faith of the Church, and does not 
convince everybody that it is right. 

In page 12, and elsewhere, he talks about the 

* recovery of the right interpretation ; and seeks 

to Impress *^upou us the belief that the people 
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' in tlid earliest ^ges ma«t have been the best 

j^tidgeg of tHe meaning of a prophecy, of which, 

? according to hioi, the lahole is yet to be fiil- 

• "filled; aiid, according to the general interpre- 
'.tation, some is yet to be fulfilled. Dr. Todd 

• ha^ given no sipgle reai^n, and I should like 
" to hear any reason, for an opinion so con- 
"^ traly td all comihon sense. One can easily 
- ttndfefstand that -the popte ^ho lived vrith the 
' . apostles, QxA very likefy heard more from their 
' Owtimoi^ths thahis e^ntained in all the Epistles, 

may have^Md Imore o<Mlfedt notions of the real 
opinions <&f the apostles on questions of doc- 
iHhe and Church government than could be 
' guessed at or developed afterwards : those ques- 
tions (if there were any) could be answered, 
and must have been answered, immediately ; and 
itwasjust as necessary that the first Christians 
should be rightly informed what the Christian 
religion really i§, akrdhd^'lte Christian Church 
should fee constituted and governed, as that we 

• should eighteen hunired years later. And the 
notion that anybody can take the Bible, and 

• extract from it some new doctrine of either re- 
' ligiori or polity not believed in really primitive 
' times,- seem^ to me very little better than insa- 
' • nity^ But, *asi io' prophecy, the case is exactly 

the opposite.* '-fibth Dr. Todd and his oppo- 

• nents agree 'that the great event of the Apoca- 
lypse, the aestpuction of the Beast (whatever it 
means) T» yet to come. Now, can any man of 
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common sense believe that people were better 
able to guess what the Beast should be, and 
when he should be destroyed, many centuries 
before the eVfent, than, perhaps, a few years be- 
fore it ? Dr. Todd will say, th^ were probably 
told by the apostles. I reply that they were 
probably not told : first, because it was not ne- 
cessary that they should be ; and we are not to 
suppose that a prophecy was revealed and ex- 
plained to those whom it did not concern, merely 
for their amusement; and, secondly, because 
such an explanation would at once have put an 
end to that very belief which it was (according 
to Dr. Todd's own showing) intended that the 
Church should always remain under, that the 
day of the Lord was at hand. How could they 
believe that, if they knew it was many hundred 
years off? And, not to argue any more about 
probabilities, there is the fact, which Dr. Todd 
may get over as he can — the early Christians 
did believe that the literal coming of the Lord 
was near ; and the early Christians were wrong. 
It may be said (though this is anticipating 
another part of the book) that, according to 
this, our Lord's words were not true. The 
words were, of course, true, in the sense in 
which they were really used; but they were 
wrongly understood : and, after all, the time, or 
the meaning, of our Lord's second coming was 
not more misunderstood than the nature and 
character of His first. We know how unwilling 
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eyen His apostles were to give up the prevailing 
belief about the nature of His kingdom. Ex- 
perience, therefore, as well as common sense, is 
against the notion that the further from the fill- 
filment of a prophecy people live, the better 
they are qualified to understand it. 

And suppose that Dr. Todd should, afl:er all, 
be wrong, and that the Apocalypse has been in 
course of fiilfilment for many years : will he 
maintain still, that those who have seen the 
fiilfilment of part of a prophecy are not so well 
able to guess at the meaning of the remainder, 
as those who have seen none of it fiilfiUed ? 

Or, to make another supposition, suppose the 
cleverest man that ever lived to be just now 
dropped down from the moon, with the history 
of the world up to the time of the apostles in 
his head and the Bible in his hand: I ask 
whether such a man would be as likely to form 
a right judgment on the interpretation of the 
Apocalypse, as sensible men who had lived in 
this world, and knew the history of it for the 
last eighteen hundred years? This man in 
the moon is the exact representative of those 
whom Dr. Todd wants to set up as better inter- 
preters of the prophecies than anybody who has 
ever since lived. 

But there is another little matter about these 
early Christians, which Dr. Todd had better 
have remembered ; for he must have read it in 
Faber's "Sacred Calendar," and I daresay other 
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books : that is, that they used to pray for the 
continuance of the Roman empire, because they 
believed that it was that which " withheld " the 
revelation of the Man of Sin (2 Thess. ii. 6). 
Dr. Todd may ask how they knew this ; and, 
if it was by St. Paul having told them, he may 
say, that proves that they were told something 
more about these things than is in the Bible. 
No doubt they were, so far as this; but you 
must remember that if the Man of Sin did suc- 
ceed the Roman empire, or rather did come as 
soon as the withholding power of that empire 
was withdrawn, then it was a much earlier 
event than the real second coming of Christ ; 
and that this explanation of St. Paul's was for 
the important purpose of telling them, and by 
tradition those who shortly followed them, where 
to look out for the Man of Sin. Moreover, it is 
not be forgotten that, if they were told by St. 
Paul that the Roman power was the withhold- 
ing power, it was at any rate true; and Dr. 
Todd has got to find somebody that will do 
for the Man of Sin, rising out of the ruins of the 
Roman empire, and not the Pope, as he will 
not have him. 

You see now, I hope, what is the value of that 
primitive interpretation of the Apocalypse wluch 
. Dr. Todd is so anxious to recover. There is only 
one point on which we know that the early 
Christians had private information from the 
apostles ; and that information led them to look 



for the Man of Sin exactly where the modern 
interpreters contend that history shows that he 
has heen found, and exactly where Dr. Todd and 
his school do not wish to find him ; and except 
on this one point, all that we know for a fact 
ahout the early understanding of the prophecies 
is, that it was wrong ; so that what Dr. Todd 
has untruly said of most of the modem inter- 
pretations may he truly said of this ancient one, 
that it " has been refuted by time itself." 

Of course, Dr. Todd does not omit Mr. Mait- 
. land's argument, that, " from the great discre- 
pancies that exist in the interpretation of this 
sacred book, and from the fact that it is still 
possible to debate in the Christian Church whe- 
ther the Apocalyptic prophecies have already 
been fulfilled. there is a strong presump- 
tion against the hypothesis of their fiilfilment." 
Of the real nature and magnitude of these dis- 
crepancies among the Protestant interpreters, 
I have already said as much as I considQr 
a sufficient answer to this argument; but it is 
not the only one. Does not Dr.. Todd know 
that this is exactly the kind of argument that is 
used by sceptics of various degrees against the 
Apocalypse itself, and other parts, and the 
whole, of the New Testament, and several and 
all of what we consider the truths of Chris- 
tianity, and Christianity itself? The argument 
in its simple fprm i§ this : — " Do not call upon 
us to believe in what you yourselves are npt 
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agreed about." Does he not see also that it is 
an argument which may he used to destroy his 
own theory as well as those that have gone 
before him ? Let him not think that he escapes 
from all the ordinary inconveniences of pro- 
phetic expositors by saying that his fiilfilment 
is all to come yet. Another Dr. Todd may say 
to him — "How can you expect me to believe 
that all these things are coming which you pre- 
dict ? Much the greatest number of interpre- 
ters say they have come and gone long ago : 
and they are just as likely — nay, I should think ^ 
from their number, more likely — to be right 
than you are. I dare say all of you are wrong, 
and the prophecy means something entirely 
different from what any of you imagine — if, 
indeed, it is a true prophecy at all ; which I 
doubt ; or it would not be possible to put such 
fundamentally different constructions upon it." 
It is, in short, the argument of all who are too 
idle or too perverse to examine the truth for 
themselves, and too unwilling to believe what 
they do not like, to accept the truth from others : 
the argument by which, if by anything, all 
truth will perish out of the earth ; for if nothing 
is to be believed, in which those who believe 
substantially do not believe identically, it is 
quite clear that there will soon be nothing 
acknowledged to be true, except the great 
theorem, that two and two are four, and its 
consequences. 
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But Dr. Todd, following Mr. Maitland, says, 
surely the Church must have known if it has 
been all these years subject to the tyranny of 
the Beast and the Man of Sin- I should like 
to know what authority he has for assuming 
that the Church must have known it. If this 
tyrant is a merely religious tyrant, then, from 
the very nature of the case, those who obey him 
must be ignorant of his real nature: nobody 
would follow a religious leader that he believed 
to be designated by God as a " Man of Sin," or 
a Beast deriving his power from the devil. And 
if he is a religious tyrant, using also secular 
and physical power — the power of persecution, 
then we are bound to see what they who are 
persecuted have to say about him, and to en- 
quire whether they may not answer the descrip- 
tion of those saints whom we are expressly told 
that he should persecute. I shall say nothing 
about Antichrist being not a religious power 
at all, but " an open and unblushing infidel." 
He may be so, if it pleases Dr. Todd. I have 
only to repeat that no such thing is said of the 
beast and the false prophet, who is plainly a 
religious leader of mankind ; or of the city on 
seven hills, of which God says, " Come out of 
her, my people, lest ye be partakers of her sins, 
and receive not of her plagues:" from which it 
is plain that some of God's people were in the 
city, and in some manner acknowledging the 
sovereignty of the Beast; and staying there, 
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too, not by compulsion or persecution, but 
voluntarily, and in ignorance of their real 
position. 

Moreover: can Dr. Todd say that there ever 
was a time, not only since the Reformation but 
before it, when there have not been bodies of 
Christians (of course called heretics) who, 
in defiance of the power of the Pope, main- 
tained that he was the Man of Sin, and the 
tyrant into whose hand the Church was given ? 

Lastly : not to weary you with any more on 
this subject, is it more wonderiul that Christians 
should not recognise the predicted Man of Sin 
than that Jews should not recognise the pre- 
dicted Messiah ? 

Dr, Todd concludes this lecture with an ar- 
gument, which, though he says it has long ap- 
peared to him to be conclusive against the 
popular historical interpretation, appears to me 
one of the most trumpery description : — " If 
such interpretations, or even the principles on 
which they proceed, be true, the Apocalypse 
can be read and understood by the scholar and 
the man of learning only :" whereas, a blessing 
is promised to those who hear, and read, and 
keep the words of the prophecy (Rev. i. 3). 

Does he really mean to say that any con- 
ceivable events can ever take place which shall 
render the whole of the Apocalypse intelligible 
to " the poor, the unlettered, those who read the 
words of this prophecy alone, to those who, 
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from their inability perhaps to read, are forced 
to content themselves with hearing it read by 
others ?" It is enough just to call your atten- 
tion to what seems to me the wonderfiil absur- 
dity of such a supposition, without going on, as 
I am tempted to do, to give specimens of the 
visions which these poor and unlettered meti 
are expected to be able to apply with unerring 
certainty to some events which are some day to 
happen. 

But absurd as this is, as he states it, there is 
one thing in it in which I do agree with him. 
Is there, after all, no very prominent and prin- 
cipal subject of this prophecy, which it is im- 
portant that those who hear, and are willing to 
understand, should understand, and which may 
be understood with a very moderate amount of 
learning or information ? (It is rather a new 
thing for Dr. Todd's school of theologians to 
set up as advocates for the illiterate understand- 
ing of the Scriptures). No man can fairly read 
the Apocalypse without seeing that the great 
practical lesson of the prophecy is, that Christ 
will (whether literally or figuratively) come to 
destroy the beast, and the false prophet, and 
the great city Babylon. The great judgment, 
" the day of judgment," not of Babylon but of 
the world, is revealed elsewhere as plainly as 
here; and, therefore, the Apocalypse was not 
necessary for that purpose. Now, I by no means 
intend to say that the unlearned interpretation 
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of any part of the Bible is necessarily the true 
one ; but I can hardly believe that any person, 
with the smallest amount of historical know- 
ledge, that can be called historical knowledge, 
ever read the description of that great city in 
the Apocalypse without at once thinking — 
**What can it be but Rome?" So strong is 
this presumption, that even the Popish exposi- 
tors have not ventured to contend against it ; 
but have only tried to make people believe that 
the subject of the prophecy was Pagan and not 
Papal Rome. On this point I shall say nothing 
more: it is Dr. Todd's argument, not mine, that 
the Apocalypse was intended to be understood 
by the unlearned. 

But I must say a word about one more sen- 
tence — " How can they look for the time as at 
hand, if the time of the prophecy be spread 
already over nineteen centuries ?" I may much 
more reasonably ask — How can they look for 
the time as at hand, if the time of the prophecy 
do not begin for nineteen centuries ? Is not 
this (if it is anything) a reason for supposing 
that the time of some part, at least, of the pro- 
phecy was at hand ? And, as he reminds us, it 
is said, " Blessed is he that readeth," &c. : does 
this mean, Blessed is he that shall read some 
nineteen hundred years hence, or more, when 
the time shall really be at hand ? If the bless- 
ing was not to be confined to that remote and 
small portion of the then-to-come inhabitants 
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of the world, and if those who read at first as 
well as at last were to be blessed " because the 
time was at hand " (which is Dr. Todd's argu- 
ment), then it is clear that some part of the 
prophecy must have been at hand from the very 
beginning. 

And so I leave Dr. Todd's first lecture, hav- 
ing said much more than I intended, and much 
less than I easily might have said, and I dare 
say quite as much as you will wish to read at 
once^ 
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At the begimiing of his second lecture Dr. 
Todd sajrs : — ^ It followed, as a necessary con- 
sequence, from this view of the design of the 
prophecy (viz., the modem view of it as a chro- 
nological prophecy), that the visions of the 
Seals, the Trumpets, and the Vials, were to be 
interpreted as predicting events chronologically 
successive ; the Trumpets, for example, foretel- 
ling what was to take place after the accom- 
plishment of the Sealsy^ &c. This is what he 
says at the beginning of his second lecture ; 
whereas, in a note at the beginning of the next 
lecture but one, he tells us that '* a great num- 
ber, perhaps a majority, of commentators, an- 
cient and modern^ admit the principle that the 
Trumpets are a recapitulation of the Seah^ 
Now, which of these statements does he mean 
to be the true one ? The fact is, that neither 
of them is true : the first clearly is not — that 
which has not happened cannot be a necessary 
consequence. Perhaps, you will think he means 
that it was a logically necessary consequence, 
which the modern interpreters overlooked. But 
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that cannot be what he means ; for he goes on 
to say, "5a that the principle very generally 
adopted by the more ancient commentators... 
was then likewise given up and abandoned.^ 
Neither, I believe, is the second statement true, 
though enough of it is true to show the incor- 
rectness of the first. Though some modem 
interpreters do consider the Trumpets a recapi- 
tulation of the Seals, I do not believe that any- 
thing like a majority of them do. That, however, 
signifies very little: what does signify is, that Dr. 
Todd takes just that view of the matter which 
suits him on the particular occasion : it suited 
him, in one place, to run down the modem inter- 
preters as unworthy of credit, because they had 
abandoned the primitive interpretatioii : it suited 
him, in the other place, to make it appear that 
he had the majority of interpreters on his 
side, admitting that the interpretation he was 
going to advocate was founded on a correct 
principle — ^the principle, viz., that the ** suc- 
cessive visions are not to be taken as predicting 
events which were regularly to follow each other 
in order of time, but as repetitions of the same 
great prophecy." 

This is Dr. Todd's general view of the ar- 
rangement or stmcture of the Apocalypse; and 
his first proposition in support of it is, that the 
main subject of the Apocalypse is the coming of 
the Lord "to judge both the quick and defad^^ 
(p. 56). A few pages bdSwe, he states the pro- 
2 
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position less specifically, that this main subject 
is " the second advent of our Lord." But in 
this he only agrees with nearly all other inter- 
preters, who generally admit that sotne second 
coming of our Lord, either literal or figurative, 
before the Millennium, to execute judgment on 
the beast and the fidse prophet, is the main sub- 
ject or event of the Apocalypse. I therefore 
refer you to the statement above mentioned, to 
show that the advent of our Lord, which Dr. 
Todd means, is His coming to judge the quick 
and dead — in short, the Day of Judgment, as it 
is commonly called* 

. Now, you may possibly fitncy that I am going 
to quarrel with him, because he chooses to call 
the day of judgment of the whole world a 
greater event than the judgment of that part of 
the world which is comprised under the Apo- 
calyptic name of Babylon. I am going to 
do no such thing ; but to show you that, not- 
withstanding this solemn announcement by Dr. 
Todd of the day of judgment of quick and dead 
being the great event of the Apocalypse, he 
really recognises the existence of no such day 
at all. This, no doubt, seems to you rather 
startling; and I have examined the book as 
carefully as I can, to make sure that I am not 
misrepresenting him in saying it ; but, al- 
though there is considerable confusion about 
the matter, and a rather remarkable avoidance 
. of all discussion about that long period usually 
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called the Millennium (which only occupies 
about three lines in the whole book), I am sa- 
tisfied that Dr. Todd's day of judgment of quick 
and dead is really (whether he himself knows 
it or not) two days of judgment, one of the 
quick and another of the dead, separated by 
more than a thousand years. I am not, in- 
deed, so much surprised at this as I should have 
been before I had read Mr. Elliott's book ; for it 
is a strange coincidence between these advocates 
of the most extremely opposite systems, that 
the author of the '' Horae Apocalypticse " is 
driven by his literal theory of the reign of 
Christ upon earth during the Millennium to 
make what he calls the judgment of the great 
white throne, and what Dr. Todd calls the 
judgment of the dead, a sort of supplemental 
judgment, above a thousand years later than 
what they both consider the great day of judg- 
ment, and place before the Millennium. 

As Dr. Todd has involved this part of his 
subject in some obscurity, I will point out to 
you one or two things, from which you may see 
that I am not misrepresenting his theory. His 
principal argument for the propositions I have 
stated is founded on the various declarations 
that our Lord should come quickly. Now, 
though he draws from those passages an infe- 
rence quite diflFerent from the usual one (which 
I shall not now discuss), he cannot at any rate, 
and does not, contend that that could be called 



88 LETTER 11. 

a coming quickly, which was also declared to be 
not until some time after the conyhision of 
a period of a thousand years, during which 
Satan was to be bound and shut up from de- 
ceiving the earth. The coming of our Lord 
which was to be expected quickly, and which 
Dr. Todd says is the day of judgment, is plainly 
preceded by no such period or circumstance as 
the Ifillennium : yet it is equally plain that the 
day of judgment of the dead t^ preceded by the 
Millennium. 

And if this is not enough to satisfy you that 
I am right, the matter is put beyond all doubt 
in the fifth lecture, where he speaks of the com- 
mencement of the Millennium as an event ac- 
companying the second advent of our Lord, and 
then the judgment of the dead as ** the next 
event," following the loosing ageiin of Satan for 
a little season after the Millennium. 

Now, I do not mean to say that Dr. Todd 
has not a right to maintain the doctrine of two 
days of judgment, if he likes ; but I think you 
will agree with me, first, that if he does main- 
tain it, he ought to tell us so plainly ; and, not 
only that, but ought to tell us what he has to 
8ay for it, and not try to slip it in quietly, like 
a bad shilling, without letting the world know 
distinctly that it is one of the doctrines of the 
literal system ; secondly, that whatever may be 
the arguments in &vour of it, it possesses at 
any rate the quality of novelness rather than 
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primitiveness ; thirdly, that St. Paul knew no- 
thing of it, when he told the men of Athens 
that God has appointed a day, in which He will 
judge th^ world (Acts xvii. 31) ; nor St. Peter, 
when he declared that at the day of the Lord, 
which is to come as a thief in the night (which 
Dr. Todd cannot deny to be the day of judg- 
ment of the quick, at least, for it is one of his 
main arguments), the heavens shall pass away 
and be dissolved with fire, and the elements 
shall melt with fervent heat, and the earth and 
all things therein shall be burned up (2 Pet. iii. 
10) ; and, fourthly, that, though it may suit Dr. 
Todd to talk of this latter day of judgment as 
" the judgment of the dead," yet he has got to 
show us how he intends to dispose of those who 
are living upon the earth at that time, and who 
are not likely to be fewer in the number than 
those that are alive at his previous day of 
judgment. 

Having now shown you what Dr. Todd's 
doctrine of the day of judgment really is, I 
will proceed to examine his argument in support 
of his proposition, that the day of judgment, or 
rather the Jirst day of judgment, is the great 
subject of the Apocalypse; and it is rather a 
curious, and rather a bold one. It is that St. 
John's opening sentence, '' I was in the spirit 
on the Lord's-day," does not mean, as is com- 
monly supposed, " I was in a state of inspira- 
tion on a certain Sunday ;" but^ '^ I was [carried 



40 LETTER II. 

forward] in the spirit [so as to be] in the day of 
the Lord — i, e,, the day of judgment." 

This is also one of the arguments invented 
by Mr. Maitland for the use of such persons as 
Dr, Todd; and you see Mr. Maitland's letter to 
the British Magazine suggesting it; and an 
answer in the same Magazine, and Mr. Mait- 
land's reply, are printed in his appendix. His 
argument was, that the common translation of 
tcvpia/crf Tifiepa, as "the Lord's-day," assumes 
that it was so used in St. John's time : whereas 
we have no positive proof that it was ; and a 
certain Nicephorus Callistus says that Constan- 
tino first ordered it to be so called ; and he 
added, in his plausible way, " Why should any 
have said this of Constantino if it was not true ? 
and now that it is said, and supported by all 
the negative evidence the case admits of, why 
should anybody doubt it?" E Dr. Todd had 
wanted to convince the world of the danger of 
relying on that kind of suggestive reasoning 
which Mr. Maitland is so fond of, he could not 
have done a better thing than republishing this 
letter ; for it turns out that, after all (as Mr. 
Maitland very candidly admits in his reply), 
Nicephorus Callistus was mistaken r And so 
they have to fall back upon the argument (exclu- 
sive of the " negative evidence "), that Sunday 
could not in the earlier times have been called 
Kvpui/cr) rjfiepa, or the " Lord's-day," because it 
was called by other Greek names, meaning 
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« Sunday," and "the first day of the week/' 
Dr. Todd might just as well ask a foreigner to 
refuse to believe that the first day of the week 
is now sometimes called the " Lord's-day," be- 
cause he can prove that it is sometimes called 
the " Sabbath," and generally called " Sunday." 
He does not pretend to have any authority, 
early or late, scriptural or patristic, for /cvpui/crf 
rjfiepa being used for rj rifiepa fcvpiov, " the day 
of the Lord." So he first says it is not " Sun- 
day," because we have no certain knowledge 
that it was used in that sense so early as St. 
John's time, though we do know that it was, not 
very long after ; and then he guesses that it is 
something else, for which he has no knowledge 
that it was ever used, either in St. John's time, 
or any other time. And his reason for this 
guess is, that he does not see why the adjective 
KvptafCT} (the Lord's) should not mean the same 
thing as the substantive genitive /cvpiov (of the 
Lord). I do not know that I could wish for a 
better answer than that in English, "the Lord's 
day" does not mean the same thing as " the day 
of the Lord ;" nor in Latin, "rfte* Dominica^^ the 
same thing as ^^ dies Domini ;^^ and therefore I 
do not see why we are to presume that they 
were used for the same thing in Greek, and to 
upset the version received by everybody else, 
merely in order to give a lift to this new system 
of interpretation of Dr. Todd and his allies. 
Then, ther^ is a similar operation to be per- 
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formed upon the other words, ev *jrp€VfjMrc, 
("in the spirit"), which Dr. Todd, also at Jfr. 
Haitland'fl su^estion, says does not neces- 
sarily mean "in the Holy Spirit," here, as it 
does not in any of the other passages in the 
Apocalypse where it occurs, and where he says 
it means that St. John was carried, in his own 
ipirii (as distinguished from his body), into the 
wilderness, into a mountain, or into hearen; 
and, therefore, that it means here, that he was 
carried forward in his own spirit " to the day of 
the Lord." Now (not to say anything of the 
difference between being a man carried in spirit 
to a place where his body is not, and being 
carried forward to a time which is not yet in 
existence, or of the difference between the pre- 
position signifying motion into or to, and the 
jM^^osition signifying simply in) Dr. Todd has 
overlooked two or three things, from which I 
think I can easily show you that this guess is 
worth just as little as the other. 

I should like to know how he understands 
1 Cor, xiv* 2 — ** In the spirit he speaketh myste- 
ries ;" the Greek word being just the same as 
here, only with the preposition €1^ (in) under- 
stood : or another passage, where it is used with 
the preposition before it (Ef^. vi. 18) — " pray- 
ing always with all prayer and supplication in 
the spirit.'' I do not cite these passages to 
prove that the one at the banning of the 
V^pocalypse must necessarily mean that St, Jobi^ 
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WBA ia a state of inspiration at the time he 
mentionsy but merely to show that there is no 
sort of necessity, from mere usage of the New 
Testament, for understanding the words as Dr 
Todd understands them. And there is one pas- 
sage ih the Apocalypse itself, referred to by Mr. 
Maidand, from which I think the opposite in- 
ference may be drawn much more easily than 
his inference : — ^^ Come up hither; and I will 
show thee the things which must be hereafter. 
And immediately / was in the tpirU^^ (Rev. 
iy. 2). Mr. Maitland treats it as if St. John said, 
*^and immediately I was there in the spirit;" 
and he argues, that it cannot mean that he 
thereupon became in a state to enable him to 
see visions, because he had just before said that 
he saw a door in heaven and heard a voice. 
But you must observe that this is the point, at 
which a total change takes place in the subject 
of the proj^ecy and the nature of the revelation 
made to the apostle. Hi&erto he had had only 
to liiten to the charges which he was forthwith to 
deliver to the seven Churches of Asia respecting 
their present condition; but, at the beginning of 
chap, iv., is opened to him that series of mnons 
which constitute what we usually mean when we 
talk of the Apocalyptic prophecies. The result, 
therefore, is, that St. John first uses the expres- 
sion, " I was in the spirit," absolutely, when he 
first becomes in that state which enabled him to 
9ee the Son of Man in heaven, and to receive the 
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messages to the Churches ; and he uses the ex- 
pression again, in the same manner, when he 
becomes in that state in which the fortunes of 
the Church in after ages are put before his eyes 
in the wonderfiil series of visions which then 
commences. Is not this a more reasonable 
view of the passage than Mr. Maitland's, ac- 
cording to which, unless you insert the word 
" there," the words mean literally nothing at 
all ? And if so, what becomes of Dr. Todd's 
argument, from the use of the expression " in 
every other passage of the Apocalypse where it 
occurs?" Why, that in two of them, Rev. xvii. 
3, and xxi. 10, it is used together with a verb 
and^(^ preposition of motion — (and even there 
the other interpretation is perfectly admissible, 
if it is worth disputing about) — and in the only 
other passage where it is used without a verb 
or preposition of motion (as it is here), the only, 
or at any rate the most, rational interpretation 
is just the same as the one that has always 
hitherto been admitted as the true one here. 

So much for the matter on mere grammati- 
cal grounds. But there is a still fiirther and, 
perhaps, heavier objection to Dr. Todd's notion 
of Rev. i. 10, referring to the day of judgment. 
He supposes the apostle immediately to be 
carried forward in his spirit to that day, and to 
proceed to describe the events accompanying it. 
He does not inform us whether he considers the 
charges to th^ then existing C^urclies of Asi«^ 
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to be among the things accompanying the day 
of judgment. St. John is ordered to " write the 
things which ar^," as well as " the things which 
shall be hereafter;" and then he forthwith 
begins the seven charges ; which Dr. Todd has 
as completely sunk and skipped over in his 
arrangement of the Apocalypse, as if no such 
things had ever been written. It really seems 
to me, that the commonest attention to this 
very plain fact would have shown Dr. Todd the 
fallacy of the whole of this ingenious scheme 
for getting rid of the received version of the 
"Lord's-day" and the apostle being "in the 
spirit." But I wished you to see how unfounded 
every part of the scheme and every argument 
for it is, before I mentioned this simple, and, as 
I think, conclusive argument against it as a 
whole. 

So much for Dr. Todd's first proposition : 
now, let us see what he makes of his second — 
viz., " That the events foretold in the Apoca- 
lypse, up to the period of our Saviour's second 
coming, will be accomplished in a short and 
rapid space of time." 

He says this must have been the view in pri- 
mitive times; for, otherwise, they could not 
have expected the period of our Saviour's se- 
cond coming to be very near. No doubt : but 
(not to repeat what I have said before about the 
value of the primitive interpretation of the pro- 
phecies) it seems to me jrather m odij way ^f 
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proving the tnith of a theory, to show that it 
involves, or is involved in, another theory, which 
is proved beyond all doubt to be false. Of 
course Dr. Todd is obliged to admit that the 
primitive theory, of our Lord's coming speedily, 
did somehow or other fail : but he cannot per- 
suade himself that that was any &ult of the 
theory itself. The coming of the Lord was, in 
some way, or for some reason which we know 
nothing about, retarded : that is to say, God 
changed His mind after the prophecies were 
uttered : or else (which is his favourite solution), 
if you will only consider St. John as speaking, 
not from his own times, but &om the day of 
judgment itself, then it vdll be all right : and 
there can be no mistake about it, that the day 
of the Lord was really to come quickly ; be- 
cause not only St. John says so in the Apoca- 
lypse, but the other apostles and our Lord 
Himself say so in sundry places. 

This certainly is an odd way of mending the 
matter, and making out that the early Chris- 
tians could not be wrong, however much it may 
appear to us that they were. If he had nothing 
to deal with but the Apocalypse, it might do 
pretty well:* but, wherever he may place St. 

* Not very well either ; for, after all, it is only a 
lame contrivance, to make St. John begin by saying 
that he was carried forward in the q)irit to the day of 
judgment, and then to say, speaking from that time, that 
it should come quickly ; since that is in fact saying that 
thftt should come quickly which was come already. 
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John, he cannot place St. James, and St Peter, 
and St. Paul, and our Lord, at the day of judg- 
ment, and suppose them uttering then* prophe- 
cies as &om that time. All that he has done, 
therefore, by bringing togetlier these parallel 
prophecies of the speedy coming of the day of 
the Lord, is to show still more clearly, that this 
scheme for carrying St. John and the beginning 
of the Apocalyptic visions forward to the day 
of Christ's second coming is inadmissible. 

You may possibly ask me, how, then, do I un- 
derstand these prophecies of the coming of the 
day of the Lord ? I reply that I am not writ- 
ing an exposition of the Apocalypse, but of the 
errors of Dr. Todd's interpretation. Various 
solutions have been given by various writers. 
It is one of the difficulties of the Bible : there 
is no doubt of that. All that I say is, that Dr. 
Todd's theory does not either explain or dimi- 
nish the difficulty, but increases it ; for, even if 
it were admissible on its own grounds, we should 
have to account for St. John and the other pro- 
phets speaking of the same event as "near," 
when it was at least eighteen hundred years 
nearer to him thaii to the others ; and we should 
still be left to explain the apparent non-fiilfil- 
ment of their prophecies. And Dr. Todd will 
still have to show how that non-ftilfilment for so 
many centuries is equivalent to an " accomplish- 
ment in a short and rapid space of time^ at the 
period of our Saviour's second coming," 
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I will, however, make an observation on the 
prophecies in question, not meaning it as a so- 
lution of the difficulty, but as a way of account- 
ing for there being a difficulty. It may have 
been — indeed, we may now say that it toas — 
God's intention to deliver these predictions in 
such a manner, that the Church should in all 
ages be kept, as it were, on the look out for the 
coming of Christ, though it would in due time 
be seen that the real and secret meaning of the 
prophecy was something diflferent from the ap- 
parent meaning ; and that such a time would 
come, St. Peter evidently foresaw — (See 2 Pet. 
iii. 4). There are plenty of such cases in the 
Bible: perhaps, the very first prediction ever 
given to man is as good an instance as any : — 
" In the day that thou eatest thereof thou shalt 
surely die." Adam did eat thereof and yet, in 
the day that he ate, he surely did not die ; at 
least, not in the natural and apparent sense of 
the word. 

Such are Dr. Todd's arguments for the two 
parts of his first great proposition or principle, 
which is to help us to determine the real and 
true arrangement and understanding of the Apo- 
calypse. 

He then proceeds to the proof of his second 
proposition or principle, or whatever he calls it 
— ^viz,, " That the visions of the Apocalypse are 
not to be considered as predicting events to 
follow each other in chronological order for » 
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long series of centuries ; but are rather to be 
regarded as repetitions of the same great pro- 
phecy under different points of view, or with 
additional particulars, all descriptive of the same 
event — the coming of the Lord in glory to take 
vengeance on His enemies, and to give deliver- 
ance to His saints." 

In the first place, you will observe that he 
talks of the visions, as if nothing were more clear 
and definite than the divisions of the different 
visions : whereas, in point of fact, such divi- 
sions are perfectly arbitrary. One man may 
call the first Seal or the third Trumpet the 
vision of that Seal or Trumpet: another man, 
or the same man at another time, may very 
properly talk of the vision of the seven Seals, 
the vision of the seven Trumpets, or the vision 
of the seven Vials. This, in fact, is what Dr. 
Todd himself does; as, for instance, in the pas- 
sage which I quoted at the beginning of this 
letter, and again here : — " The vision of the 
Trumpets, like the vision of the Seals, termi- 
nates in the coming of the Lord." But after 
all this, you will be surprised to find, if you 
look carefully at his book, that in his system 
the vision of the Seals does no such thing as 
terminate in the coming of the Lord ; and that 
what he really means by the vision of the Seals, 
is the vision of the first six Seals ; and by the 
vision of the Trumpets he means the vision of 
the seventh Seal and of the Trumpets : so that? 
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on this beautifully symmetrical plan, we are to 
understand, though the first thing St. John saw 
was a book (which you remember would be a 
long roll) with seven Seals, which were opened 
in succession, and of which the first six did in- 
dicate successive events, yet that as soon as 
the seventh of the series was opened, the same 
events b^an to be exhibited all over again in a 
difierent form : but only began, and were left 
to be finished under a different vision, of the 
Trumpets. 

One would expect, too, that, as the vision of 
the Trumpets is declared by Dr. Todd to be a 
repetition of the vision of the Seals, so the 
vision of the Vials would also be taken to be a 
" repetition of the same great prophecy." But 
no : when we come to the Vials, we find that 
" each vision of the Apocalypse, except that of 
the Vials, terminates with the same great event." 
And even this modification of his arrangement 
he does not adhere to ; for I find he afterw-ards 
makes other exceptions. 

Of course, I do not mean to say that it was 
impossible that the Apocalyptic drama should 
have been constructed on this plan ; but it will 
require very clear internal evidence to convince 
me that it was. Dr. Todd (very justly) blames 
those who refiise to hear, and read, and enquire 
into this prophetic book, because they say it is 
too unintelligible to be true. If this were really 
the arrangement of it, I think one could hardly 
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blame anybody for re&sing to attend to it, be- 
cause it was too clumsy to be true or genuine. 

What, then, is the evidence for this scheme ? 
I think Dr. Todd will not deny that it all rests 
upon one proposition — ^viz., that the sixth Seal 
"describes the great and fearfiil day of final 
judgment ;" which he says (rather more posi- 
tively, perhaps, than Mr. Maitland said before 
him), " no one can doubt." 

Now, I know very well that this is one of the 
most effective of all Mr. Maitland's plausible 
objections to the popular interpretations, which 
agree in considering the sixth Seal as some great 
convulsion in the affairs of this world, and not 
as the destruction of the world itself. It is an 
objection that everybody can understand : any 
man can take his Bible and read the sixth chap- 
ter of the Revelation, and see that it contains a 
description of a very aw&l vision ending with 
the words, "the great day of His wrath is come : 
who shall be able to stand ?" — arid will probably 
jump at once to the conclusion that this is a 
prophecy of the day of judgment, especially 
mth Mr. Maitland and Dr. Todd's authority to 
back him. 

I will, howeyer, give you various reasons 
which satisfy me that this is only another of 
the many instances, in which, what I admit to 
be the apparent meaning, is not the true one. 

First: let me remind you once more that 
this was not a prophecy given to St. John, but 
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a vision seen by him. It was no more a literal 
prophecy than the horsemen of the first four 
Seals ; or the souls seen under the altar in the 
fifth Seal ; or the silence of half an hour of the 
seventh Seal ; and it is no more necessary to 
conclude that the things, which St. John saw 
happen in that vision, will actually happen in 
the world, than that the devil will get into hea- 
ven again, and fight a real battle with the Arch- 
angel Michael, merely because St. John saw 
such a battle represented in a vision. 

But Dr. Todd says — (more than once recur- 
ring to this argument, which is really the foun- 
dation of his whole system) — " Surely you must 
perceive, that, on similar principles of interpre- 
tation, it would be equally possible for the 
infidel or sceptic to demonstrate that no literal 
day of judgment has ever been foretold in any 
part of Scripture ; that the eternal punishments 
spoken of as in store for the ungodly are but a 
figure ; and the eternal happiness promised to 
the righteous is but a dream." 

Now, if Dr. Todd, before he delivered this 
piece of declamation, had attended to a few 
very well known passages of Scripture, he 
would have seen that the infidel and sceptic, 
before they can interpret away the punishment 
of the wicked and the reward of the righteous 
in a real day of judgment, have got something 
very dififerent to deal with, fi'om a vision of a 
great convulsion of nature, at which the in- 
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habitants of the earth were represented as very 
much frightened, and as supposing it to be the 
day of judgment. It will only seem absurd to 
single out any particular passages in support of 
what we may call the great doctrine of the 
whole Bible; and therefore I will confine 
myself to the single book of the Revelation, 
and say, that, if Dr. Todd had only looked at 
the vision of the real day of judgment, in the 
twentieth chapter, he would have seen that it 
is a very different thing from this in the sixth 
chapter. I beg you to observe that I call it the 
vision of the day of judgment, not the prophecy 
of it ; for, in truth, this is no more a literal 
prophecy than the other, though its meaning is 
just as clear as if it were, and though I dare 
say most people would be astonished at being 
told that they themselves do not really under- 
stand it as a literal prophecy; but though 
everybody (except, I suppose, that class of 
people who seem to believe in no such doctrine) 
understands by it that the dead will be judged 
according to their works, yet nobody understands 
that they will be judged according to the things 
actually written in any books, or that any books 
will be really opened, as St John saw them 
opened in the vision ; and yet, if it is a literal 
prophecy, the books are as much a part of it as 
the judgment itself. 

Dr. Todd says the sixth Seal is a descrip- 
tion of the day of judgment, because it agrees 



64 LETTER n. 

with other descriptions of the day of judgment. 
I say it is not the day of judgment, because it 
does not agree with other descriptions of the 
day of judgment. I have just now referred 
you to one description of the day of judgment ; 
but I will say no more of that, because that is 
not Dr. Todd's day : it is only the vulgar one. 
But I will talk of the " Day of the Lord" only, 
that you may be quite sure that Dr. Todd and 
I are talking of the same thing. I say, then, 
that St. Peter's account of the Day of the 
Lord, which I have already referred to, does 
not agree with this account under the sixth 
Seal. With St. Peter, the earth is not moved 
only, and the heavens rolled up as a scroll ; but 
they are burnt up and dissolved with fire. 
There are no words to convey the idea of com- 
plete abolition, if St. Peter's words do not. St. 
John's words imply directly the contrary, in this 
sixth chapter; though, after the twentieth chap- 
ter, he saw a new heaven and a new earth, which 
does imply the abolition of the old ones, like St. 
Peter's description. 

Possibly you may 'say that this only proves 
that St. Peter was referring to the judgment after 
the Millennium : whereas Dr. Todd's assertion 
is, that the sixth Seal refers to the judgment 
before the Millennium. I quite agree with you 
that it does prove that; but it proves some- 
iMng more: it proves, beyond all doubt, that 
Dr, Todd is entirely wrong in constantly ap- 
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plying this phrase of the ** Day of the Lord,** 
and the equivalent expressions, exclusively to 
his pre-Millennian day of judgment ; and that 
every argument in his book, founded on this 
unwarranted application, is good for nothing. 

But, even if he is obliged to give up this 
Day of the Lord, Dr. Todd will, no doubt, 
ask how I get over the concluding words of this 
vision, which he has printed in capital letters — 
^ The great day of His wrath is come : who 
shall be able to stand?" The answer to that 
is very easy. This is only another case where 
lie has mistaken the value of the authority on 
which he relies, as he did in the case of the 
early Christians. He, no doubt, fancies that 
he has the authority of St John himself for the 
assertion, that this was the day of the wrath of 
the Lamb : whereas, if you wiU look at the pas- 
sage, you will see that it was only the people 
of the earth in the vision, who so exclaimed, as 
many real people have since done in their alarm 
at some great natural convulsion. There is 
not a single word said by St. John himself, to 
show that they were right. "It is the day of 
wrath," they exclaim; but Ho wrath follows. 

At first I supposed that Dr. Todd might 
attempt to supply this slight defect in his case 
by the assistance of the vision of the sealing in 
the seventh chapter; and might say, that if 
there was no wrath executed upon the wicked, 
yet there was a reward giveu to the righteous, 
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which is appropriate to the day of judgment. 
It is true that he would then have laid himself 
open to other objections, which he, perhaps, 
foresaw. However, when I came to the third 
lecture, I found he had cut himself oflf from 
any such expedient by declaring (truly enough) 
that, " if the sixth Seal be a prediction of the 
day of judgment, then it is impossible that this 
next vision can be a continuation of it." His 
doctrine simply is, that the sixth Seal is the 
description of the day of judgment, and is the 
completion of the vision, or series of visions, to 
which it belongs : that is to say, it is a descrip- 
tion of the day of judgment, with the judgment 
omitted. 

But, though he thus disclaims the assistance 
of the next vision in the Apocalypse, he relies 
strongly on the prophecy of our Lord in Matt. 
xxiv. 29. There is certainly a striking simi- 
larity in the expressions of that prophecy and 
the vision in question. But, until Dr. Todd 
has given us his own exposition of the whole of 
that very difficult prophecy, as Mr. Faber and 
other writers on the Apocalypse have done, he 
must not flatter himself that he is going to 
settle this question by merely pointing out the 
resemblance of the language of the two pas- 
sages ; especially when all that he does tell us 
of his opinion on the prophecy is, that he " by 
no means admits " it to have had even " an ap- 
parent or primary fulfilment in the destruction 
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of Jerusalem." It is evident that, however de- 
tennined he may be to apply his literal prtn* 
ei{de of interpretation to the symbolical visions 
of the Apocalypse, it does not snit him to apply 
it to the answer given by oar Lord to a plain 
question of His disciples. I am not going to 
discoss the meaning o£ this prophecy, as Dr. 
Todd does not ; but before you take for granted 
that, whatever it refers to, other proph^ies in 
the New Testament, containing predictions of 
the darkening of the sun and moon and the 
coming of the Lord, can refer to nothing but 
die day of jud^nent, I recommend you to eon-* 
sider carefully the following passages in the Old 
Testament: — 

^' The burden of Babylon Howl ye ; for 

the day of the Lord is at hand. •« • •• . For the 
stars of heaven and the constellations thereof 
shall not ^ve their light : the sun shall be 
darkened, and the moon shall not cause her 
light to shine. And I will punish ilie woiid for 
their evil and the wicked for their iniquity • . . . • 
Therefore, I will shake the heavens, and the 
earth shall remove out of her place, in the 
wrath of the Lord of hosts and in the day of 
His fierce anger .... Behold, I will stir up the 
Medes against them " (Isaiah xiii.) " The bur- 
den of Egypt : behold, the Lord rideth on a 
swiEt cloud, and shall come into Egypt : and the 
idols of Egypt shall be moved at His presence " 
(JsaiaJh xul 1). '' For the day i& near, even the 

D 
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day of the Loi:d, a cloudy day ; it shall be the 
day of the heathen. And the sword shall come 
upon Egypt And I will make the multi- 
tude of Egypt to cease by the hand of Nebu- 
chadrezzar, king of Babylon" (Ezek. xxx. 1, 
10). "And when I shall put thee (Pharaoh) 
out, I will cover the heavens, and make the stars 
thereof dark ; and I will cover the sun with a 
cloud, and the moon shall not give her light " 
(Ezek, xxxii. 7). " And I will also stretch out 
my hand upon Judah, and upon all the inhabi- 
tants of Jerusalem, and I will cut off the name 
of Baal from this place .... Hold thy peace at 
the presence of the Lord God : for the day of 

the Lord is at hand That day is a day of 

wrath, a day of trouble and distress, a day of 
darkness and desolation, a day of clouds and 
thick darkness. The whole land shall be de- 
voured by the fire of His jealousy " (Zeph. i.) 

Here you see is the same kind of language, 
and the same predictions of the day of the 
Lord and His wrath, and the coming of the 
Lord and His presence, which Dr. Todd as- 
sumes can only indicate the day of judgment, 
applied to the temporal judgments upon three 
different kingdoms, and to come at different 
times. 

There is, however, something in Dr. Todd's 
mode of dealing with the above-mentioned pro- 
phecy (in his next lecture) too amusing to be 
passed over, now that I am upon this point.. 
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He says, you observe, that the twenty-ninth 
verse of Matt. xxiv. and the sixth Seal are 
both prophecies of the day of judgment ; and 
that it is impossible, therefore, that the sealing 
vision can be a continuation of the sixth Seal. 
Yet, when he comes to the sealing vision, he 
says that the gathering together of the elect 
to be sealed "is exactly in accordance with 
what our Lord has foretold of the period of His 
future coming : And He shall send His angels 
and they shall gather together His elect from 
the four winds," &c. (Matt. xxiv. 31). Does he 
mean to say, then, that this thirty-first verse is 
not a continuation of the twenty-ninth and 
thirtieth verses ? 

The fiict is, this theory of the non-continuity 
of the visions, which are recorded between th© 
opening of the sixth Seal and the seventh, is, 
perhaps, the most obviously unfounded of the 
whole system. One can understand, as I said 
before, a reader who does not regard the place 
in the series, where the vision at the end of the 
sixth chapter occurs, jumping to the conclusion 
that it is a description of the day of judgment. 
But I do not understand how any man of com- . 
mon sense, and unbiassed by the determination 
to make that passage refer to the day of judg- 
ment, can read the sixth and seventh and eighth 
chapters carefully, and then believe that they 
are not a continuous prophecy of some events^ 
B 2 
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which were to happen successively in the world. 
The wrath which did really fell upon the inha- 
bitants of the earth — ^viz., the injuring of the 
earth, the waters, and the trees — ^was aJ)out to be 
executed at the beginning of the seventh chap- 
ter ; but was suspended for the sealing, and fell 
upon them at the blowing of the Trumpets 
after the opening of the seventh Seal. How- 
ever, I will leave this matter for the present, as 
I shall have to recur to it when I come to Dr. 
Todd's explanation of the seventh Seal. 

And I will finish this letter by reminding you 
how the case at present stands with respect to 
the evidence of the sixth Seal being the day of 
judgment. There is not a word in the vision 
itself which proves it to be the day of judg- 
ment, or that St. John so understood itj Dr. 
Todd has not produced any proof of its identity 
with any other undoubted prophecy of the day 
of judgment. I have mentioned two undoubted 
prophecies of that day which do not agree with 
it; and also several other prophecies which 
plainly refer to something else, though they 
contain those very expressions which are sup- 
posed to prove that this refers to the day of 
judgment. And this supposed vision of the last 
day occurs very near the beginning of the whole 
series of visions, and not even at the end of its 
own series ; but in a place where such a break 
as Dr. Todd supposes is most unsymmetrical. 
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improbable from the form of the narrative, 
and inconsistent with what is implied in the 
successive opening of seven seals of a roll. You 
will see other incidental objections to this hy- 
pothesis in some future letter. And this is Dr. 
Todd's proof of his second proposition.* 

* It should not be forgotten that these two proposi- 
tions of Dr. Todd's are not merely essential to his own 
inteq>retation of the visions of the Apocalypse, but to 
any interpretation on the literal and futurist system ; 
since no such interpretation can be true, unless all 
these prophecies are to be accomplished within a short 
and rapid period just before the second advent ; and, 
since all the literalists of course maintain that the sixth 
Seal is the second advent, it is evident that they must 
make the Trumpets, &c. a recapitulation of the Seids, 
or, at any rate> not consecutive to the Seals, exactly as 
Dr. Todd does. 
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Having thus stated his views of the general 
structure and arrangement of the Apocalypse, 
and laid down the foregoing " principles of in- 
terpretation to serve as the foundation of a more 
sound exposition," Dr, Todd proceeds, in his 
third lecture, *" to examine in detail the visions 
upon which his general remarks have already 
been made.'" 

Now, if he meant by " principles of inter- 
pretation" the same thing as everybody else 
means — ^viz., rules of interpretation — it would 
manifestly be of no use for me, or you, if you 
are at all convinced by my former letters, to 
write or read a word more; for, as I flatter 
myself I have shown that his principles are 
themselves unfounded, that exposition for which 
they are the foundation must be unfounded also. 
But, in fact, that is not what he does mean. 
These things which he calls " principles " are, 
in truth, the propositions which his book is 
written to prove ; and, instead of being axioms 
which may be now taken for granted in the 
examination of the details of the different 
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visions, they are mere theorems which may be, 
and must be, upset by the very first vision which 
may be proved to refer to a very different period 
from that to which Dr, Todd refers it, And as I 
wish you to see how completely this new system 
is without a leg to stand upon, and not merely 
how it has some few difficulties to encounter, 
which, you may suppose, might be got over by 
some slight modification of it, I will accompany 
him in his examination of the different visions 
in detail ; and, without taking for granted either 
his previous demonstration or my refiitation of 
his propositions, I will show you that he i§ just 
as wrong in his particular as in his general 
demonstration. 

He begins by a repetition of his former asser- 
tion, that all former' theories have failed, inas- 
much as "they have foiled to produce any 
permanent impression in the minds of sober 
and serious enquirers." K so, I should like to 
know what is that " popular," or " Protestant," 
or " modem," or " historical " system of inter- 
pretation which he is constantly complaining 
of, and which his book is mainly directed 
against. Is it not, in fact, that by which the 
conviction, thus far permanent, has been pro- 
duced — first, that the historical method of in- 
terpretation is the true method ; and, secondly, 
that the Papal Roman empire and its final 
destruction, are the great subjects of the Apoca- 
lypse ? Dr. Todd knows very well that, so far 
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from this conviction not having been prodticed, 
in the minds of the vast majority of people who 
enquire into the prophecies at all, if it had not 
been: prodnced, he need not, and would not, have 
written his book to refute it, and to set up his 
new interpretation of the Apocalypse in its 
place. 

Perhaps, one can hardly wonder at his im- 
proving a little upon Mr. Maitland's suggestion 
— " Surely, if any one of these (interpretations) 
had been Aaron^s rod, it would have swallowed 
up the others by this time : surely it would have 
wrought something like general conviction." 
But who believes that any one of them is 
Aaron's rod ? I am sure, I do not. I do not 
know any one exposition in which I believe en- 
tirely; nor do I pretend to have one of my 
own. For instance : I think Mr. Faber, in many 
things, more right than Mr. Elliott — especially 
where Mr. Elliott's evangelicalism comes be- 
tween him and the truth.* In some things I 



* Perhaps I ought to give some reason for presuming 
fo speak of Mr. Elliott's laborious, and ingenious, and 
popular work as I have done. As to the extreme, and 
apparently deliberate, perplexity of the style in which 
it is written, I can only refer to the book itseU— passim. 
Lord Eldon's letters, with their sentences of half a page^ 
are easy reading and good English, compared with Mr. 
Elliott's. That, however, is a matter of taste. As to 
the other charge I have made against him, I need only 
refer to one proof : he suggests that one of the ^^ three 
frogs, which come out of the mouth of the dragon, and 
the btast^ and the false prophet/* is '* Puseyism.'' 
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thixik him more right than Mr. Faber— par- 
ticularly in the first four Seals : in some things 
I am not quite satisfied with dther of them, or 
any other interpreter. But would you not 
think it absurd beyond measure in you to tell 

Nowy not to mention any other of the absnTditiei ia- 
vdved in this striking exhibition of *' evangelical" 
common sense and charity, Mr. Elliott surely might 
hare Temembered — what everybody knows — tfajit, how- 
ever noxious the Fuseyite frogs may be though^ and 
however many of them may have been absorbed into 
the mouth of .the Roman beast, yet they certainly did 
not originally come out of it ; but out of that other and 
more modern corruption of Chrlslianity, of which some 
even of its followers had at last begun to perceive the 
real tendency, and to discover— (to use the words of a 
living bishop, undoubtedly free from all bias towards 
the party of the " frogs ")— that "they dwelt with 
undue preference upon the importance of certain por- 
tions of Scripture, and so led men to make a false 
estimate of the whole :" that **if any one were to 
take his nt^on of the tenor of Scripture from their 
statement of it, he might be led to suppose that a future 
judgm^it of men, according to their worJts^ was a thing 
either not named at all, or but slightly and obscmely 
intimated in the Gospel of Christ : " that ** they had 
come to make the certainty of revealed truth to con- 
sist in an enthusiastic conviction from within, littib or 
no regard being paid to reasonable evidencea from 
without ;** and that '^ upon a particular set of texts, 
they supported a scheme of doctrines as mischievous in 
their tendency as they were unreasonable and unsen^ 
tural in their grounds" — (Lonsdale'ft Sermons, at 
the consecration of Bishop Percy, on the Funeral of 
Q,ueen Charlotte, and before the University). Who 
*' they " are, that are thus alluded to, it is needless to 
explain. What would Mr. Elliott say if anybody 
wrote a book charging them with being one of the 
^' frogs" coming out of the mouth of the dr^on to 
deceive mankind, and quoting Scripture for their pur- 
pose? 

1)3 
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me that neither of these writers had produced 
any permanent conviction in my mind:* or 
to say that, because there are thousands of 
other people who probably do not believe in 
Faber or Elliott, or anybody else entirely, but 
who do nevertheless believe in their system of 
interpretation and its general and most im- 
portant results, therefore no general conviction 
has been wrought by these writers or others 
who have preceded them in advocating the same 
system? 

It really seems wonderful to me how any 
man of common sense can dream of such a 
thing as a general conviction as to the inter- 
pretation of all the visions of the Apocalypse. 
Take the very first thing Dr. Todd proceeds to 
interpret — the delivery of the sealed book to the 
Lamb to be opened. Does he imagine that any 
conceivable event, circumstances, or argument, 
can ever convince all mankind who read the pro- 
phecies that some one interpretation of that 
vision is true and all others &lse ? And suppose 
he should find that very few people are convinced 
of the truth of his interpretation of that and 
some other visions, but that most people are 
convinced that he has established his main pro- 
positions, will he admit that his exposition 
has "failed?" 

* Of course, Dr. Todd may say that I am not a 
** sober or serious enquirer : " that is an objection that 
I confess I canuot f^nswer^ 
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His interpretation of the vision in question is 
thus stated: — ^"I conclude, therefore, that the 
seven-sealed book is the same of which our 
Lord himself has said, ^Lo, I come (in the 
volume of the book it is written of me) to do 
thy will, O God' — ^in other words, that it de- 
notes the office or commission with which our 
Lord shall be invested, and in virtue of which 
He shall come again in glory to judge the 
world" (p. 98). 

Of course, his object in spending eleven pages 
to arrive at this conclusion is to make it appear 
that the sealed book contained nothing previous 
to our Lord's coming to judge the world. I 
am not going to write eleven pages or one page 
to answer such an argument : I will only de- 
sire you to look at the passage from Heb. x. 
which he has quoted — or rather that part of it 
which he has not quoted — " Wherefore, when He 
Cometh into the worldj He saith, &c. Then said 
I, Lo, I come (in the volume of the book it 
is written of me) to do thy will, O God." The 
volume of the book, then, contained, it seems, 
something rather earlier than a commission to 
Christ to judge the world ; and, moreover, our 
Lord's coming " to do the will of His Father,'* 
is not, I believe, generally understood to mean 
His coming at the day of judgment. 

And " in accordance with this expectation," 
Dr. Todd says, " the revelations made on the 
opening of each Seal all poiirtray the circun^« 
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stanees ef our Lord's second comiDg:'' the 
rider on the white horse of the first Seal 
being no other than our Lord himself " goi^g 
forth conquering and to conquer " the world. 
But this you are not to understand as really 
going forth ccnaquering, but only preparing to do 
so; this second coming " not being completed 
hot in progress." He does not, indeed, think 
it worth while to explain why our Lord should 
have a bow* in His hand; or why the rider on 
the first horse should be a real person, but the 
other three riders {though they are aU de-^ 
scribed in exactly similar langua^) nobody at 
all, but mere phantoms of war, fionine, and 
pestilence ; nor why the other riders, to whom 
it is only said that '' power is given to kill," &c., 
should be considered as actuaUy haying com- 
pleted their coming upon the earth and doing 
their work ; while the first rider, who is repre- 
sented as actually going forth, not only to 
conquer, but conquering, is to be considered 
as merely preparing, or intending to come as 
so<»L as» not only the next three Seals, but 
the two following, should have been opened. 
Neither does there ajqpear to Dr. Todd any 
ineongmity in making St. John say, '^And 
when the Lamb had opened the first Seal, I 



^ Perhaps he thought the analogfy of Apollo's bow 
iji Hoociery which spread pestilenee among the Greeks, 
would occur to every body as a sufficient explan^- 
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saw a p^rson^ who was the Lamb himself^ 
riding upon a white horse." 

Bui though he does not offer any reason 
why we are to accept all these improbabilities 
and inconsistencies as the true solution of the 
vision, he gives a rery sufficient reason why he 
wishes us to do so — ^viz*, to help out that ana- 
logy which he is determined to prove between the 
before mentioned prophecy in Matt, xxiv^ and 
this one of the first six Seals, and the reference 
of both of tiaem to the day of judgment. He 
find& there foretold wars, and fiimines, and 
pestilences, and persecution of Christians, and 
the darkening of the sun : all of which may 
correspond with the Seals from the second to 
the sixth ; but then there is the first Seal, that 
will come in his way» and consequently has to 
be gc^ rid o^ and so he hits upon this scheme 
of amalgamating the first into the sixth ; and, 
by way of carrying it off weU, he tells us in a 
note that many other interpreters have consi- 
dered the rider in the first Seal to be our Lord; 
though he knows just as well as I do that even 
those who do so consider, nevertheless, do not 
agree with him in considering it as our Lord 
coming to judge the world, but something quite 
different. 

And, just to look for a moment at this pro- 
phecy in Mat. xxiv., Mark xiii., and Luke xxi., 
you will see that whatever application may be 
ina<te of the latter part of the prophecy (wbicb 
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is a matter of great doubt), the former part of 
it, predicting the wars, feimines, pestilences, and 
persecutions, is as plainly as anything can be 
the answer to the disciples' question — " When 
shall these things (i.e., the destruction of Jeru- 
salem) be?" — not only because they otherwise 
got no answer at all to their principal question, 
but because they were expressly told that the 
end should not be yet, nor until the Gospel had 
been preached in all the world ; and that, when 
they saw Jerusalem compassed with armies^ 
then those that were in Jud»a should flee to 
the mountains. Now, although Dr. Todd, the 
' advocate of literal and unsymbolical interpre- 
tation, denies that this has any reference to the 
destruction of Jesusalem, it strikes me that it 
would all have been strangely inappropriate, 
not only as an answer to the disciples' question, 
but as a warning of the end of the world. — 
(And see Luke xvii. 30, which is evidently a 
prophecy of the same events). 

I have mentioned the fifth Seal along with 
the previous ones, because it is in one respect of 
the same nature — i.e., it predicts events, which, 
as far as their own nature goes, may take place 
at one period of the world just as well as an- 
other. The second coming of Christ can only 
take place at one time : a persecution of Chris- 
tians may at any time, just as well as wars, 
Amines, and pestilences ; and, of course, if no 
such events as will do for a fulfilment of those 
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prophecies have taken place already, they must 
be to come* !^ut Dr. Todd cannot and does 
not pretend that history cannot fiimish such 
events ; and therefore there is no necessity, from 
the contents of these prophecies themselves, to 
look forward for their fulfilment any more than 
backward. Indeed, as to one of them, there is 
much less reason. Any one who looks at the 
present state and progress of Christianity 
throughout the world must see that such an 
universal persecution of Christians, as would 
alone satisfy Dr. Todd's prediction, is very 
much less probable than in earlier times, when 
the Christians were few and weak, and their 
enemies numerous and strong. Of course, if 
such a persecution were plainly foretold in the 
Bible, we must expect it to come, however im- 
probable it may seem. But you must remember 
it is not the prophecy of the Bible that we are 
talking about, but the prophecy of Dr. Todd. 
The Bible was not first published in 1846 ; and 
there has been time enough since it was pub- 
lished for many persecutions of Christianity to 
take place ; and we know very well that such 
persecutions have taken place, and have been 
considered, by nearly all interpreters of the 
prophecies, except Dr. Todd, to be fulfilments 
of the prophecy in question. K you want any 
further proof of the lawfulness of this mode of 
arguing, suppose some Dr» Todd was to an- 
nounce, as his interpretatioA of the Apocalypse^ 
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that all the world diould become ChmtUoift 
next year : would anybody deny that the pre** 
sent stale of the world would be a very strong 
reason for refiising to believe that such an inter- 
pretation was the true one ? And so, I say, the 
present advance of Christianity through the 
world affords a very strong reason for refusing 
to believe Dr. Todd's prophecy, that the time is 
yet to come when Christians shall be perse- 
cuted, and killed, and hated of all Tuitions. F<>r 
thou^, in applying the prophecy of the Kble 
to those days when the Gospel had only been 
preached to a small part of the world, '' all 
nations" need onty be understood to mean all 
nations where there were any Christians to per- 
secute ; yet in those later days, when the Gos- 
pel shall really have been ^ preached in all the 
world for a witness to all nations," no such 
limited persecution as in the earlier times can 
possibly be a fulfilment of the prophecy : no- 
thing sh(»*t of universal persecution, ''firom 
China to Peru," can prove Dr. Todd a true 
prophet. Moreover, you will observe that the 
persecution by all nations is predicted by our 
Lord before (and no man can say how long 
before) the preaching of the Gospel '' in all the 
world; and then shall the end come." I think 
you will see, from these few observations, that 
Dr. Todd has a good deal to do before he can 
expect the world to take for granted that this 
prophecy of our Lord relates entirely to His 
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second eoming» and the events immediately 
preeedirig it. And, lastly, I may remind you 
that what I have said of the first five Seals is 
entirely independent of my former argument 
against his interpretation of the sixth Seal. 

We have now got through what Dr. Todd, 
after his fsbshion^ calls '^ the Vision of the Seals" 
— !>., the vision of the first six — or rather five 
and a half; for, though he continually talks of 
the vision at the end of the sixth chapter as the 
sixth Seal (in which, for convenience, I have 
followed him), yet I beg to observe that he has 
no sort of auth(»ity for saying that the vision 
of the seventh chapter is not part of the sixth 
Seal, or that the events there described do not 
follow those described in the sixth chapter : on 
the contrary, he has himself proved that they do 
follow them ; for he says that this gathering 
together of the elect of God, to be sealed, " is 
exactly in accordance with what our Lord has 
foretold of His fixture coming. And then He 
shall send His angels with a great sound of a 
trumpet, and they shall gather together His 
elect fi:omthe four winds" — (Mat. xxiv. 31, and 
Markxiii* 27). But the "and then" in that 
prophecy comes after the signs in the sun and 
moon, and the coming of the Son of Man^ 
which Dr. Todd has been all along insisting 
upon as obviously identical wiUi the description 
in the sixth Seal. And I may state that I 
do not take opon myself to d^y that he may be 
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right as to this identity ; for it is by no means 
clear that the coming of the Son of Man, there 
spoken of, can relate (at least, in a primary 
sense) to nothing but His coming to judge the 
world, any more than "the coming of the Lord," 
or "the day of the Lord," in various other 
passages of Scripture which I mentioned in my 
last letter, and which clearly cannot relate to 
the great judgment of all the world, but only 
of some particular part of the world. At any 
rate, whether I believe him to be right or not, 
as to this identity, he must believe himself to 
be so ; and, if he is, then nothing can possibly 
be more clear than that, if the twenty-ninth 
verse of Mat. xxiv. describes the same things as 
the end of the sixth chapter of the Revelation 
—and if the thirty-first verse is ** exactly in 
accordance with" the seventh chapter of the 
Revelation — ^then the events described in the 
seventh chapter must follow, and not precede, 
those of the sixth chapter. You see, then, that 
his determination to make the sixth Seal the 
day of judgment, at all hazards, has led him to 
propose an arrangement of the vision of the 
Seals not only contrary to all order and proba- 
bility, but actually contrary to that prophecy on 
which his theory of the sixth Seal is founded ; 
and you will not forget that he has (rightly 
enough) pronounced it "impossible" that the 
events of this seventh chapter can follow those 
of the sixth, if the sixth is the day of judgment. 
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But he has just now shown upon other grounds 
(independently of all question about the mean- 
ing of the sixth Seal), that the events of the 
seventh chapter do follow those of the sixth. 
That is to say, after all, Dr. Todd himself has 
shown that the sixth Seal is not the day ofjudg- 
merit. 

I wish you to understand this matter tho- 
roughly, and therefore I will go out of my way 
to answer a suggestion in his favour which 
may possibly occur to you — ^viz., that it was a 
mistake of his to say that it was impossible 
that the seventh chapter could follow the sixth, 
if the latter was the day of judgment ; and that 
the sealing may really mean the gathering toge- 
ther of the elect (or rather of the saved) into 
heaven at the second advent. Dr. Todd shall 
answer this also for himself: — " First, they are 
not spoken of as having passed through death : 
they did not appear, like the palm-bearing 
multitude in the heavenly assemblage: evi- 
dently they continued on earth ; for the reason 
given for marking them is that they might 
be saved from those judgments which were 
coming upon the earth, and which are de- 
scribed under the Trumpets. And they are 
again alluded to in another place in a manner 
that leads to the same conclusion — upon the 
sounding of the fifth Trumpet," &c. All this 
is so clearly right, and so conclusive against the 
hypothesis of the sealing vision relating to 
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events at or after the day of judgment, that I 
shall not add a word to it ; and, on the ques- 
tion of the proper order of this sealing vision, 
I will ooly ask further : if it does precede the 
sixth Seal, or the fifth, or the second, or the 
first — or wherever Dr. Todd really wants to 
put it — why was it not placed there instead of 
between the sixth and seventh ? There is a 
very good reason for the interruption of the 
vision of the Trumpets by the interposed 
visions of the witnesses, and the woman in the 
wilderness, and the beast — ^viz., that they are 
each described as occupying the same period, 
and ending also with the seventh Trumpet; 
and, like the history of di&rent countries for 
the same period, they nmst be related succes- 
sively. There is no such reason, nor any pre- 
tenee of such a reason, in the case of the Seals 
and the sealing vision : they can have been 
placed as they are for no purpose except one of 
these two— viz., either to deceive all the world 
except Dr. Todd (and you see even he, when 
he allows himself to forget his theory about the 
sixth Seal, is not deceived by it) : or else, be- 
cause that is their proper order: in which case, 
I suppose you will see that it follows that 
every word of his interpretation of the vision 
of the Seals is wrong. 
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We now enter upon the vision of the Trum- 
pets ; for though Dr. Todd is clearly wrong in 
considering the seventh Seal as not consecutive 
to the other Seals, he is cleariy right in consi- 
dering the Trumpets as comprehended in the 
seventh Seal. I have already shown that, as 
the judgments poured upon the earth in the 
eighth chapter are plainly those which were 
suspended for the sealing of the elect in the 
seventh chapter, therefore the notion of such a 
hreak as he supposes taking place between 
those two chapters is absurd ; and I have 
shown you also that Dr. Todd himself has 
unwittingly proved tiiat the natural order of the 
sixth and seventh chapters is the true one ; and 
therefore it follows that the natural order of 
the Seals is. also the true one, and ihat the 
contents of the seventh Seal follow those of the 
sixth ; and this is still farther proved by that 
half-hour of silence which is represented after 
the opening of the seventh Seal. Dr. Todd 
evidently feels that this is rather an obstacle to 
his theory: he saw, no doubt, that a period oi 
silence and inaction at ihe very beginning of a 
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vision could have no meaning at all, if it was 
allowed to represent any period of time ; for, 
unless the time of the commencement of the 
silence was fixed by the termination of some 
previous vision, the termination of the silence, 
and not the opening of the Seal, would be, in 
fact, the commencement of the vision of the 
seventh Seal ; and, therefore, he suggests that 
it " may, perhaps, be understood as intimating 
the great importance and awfiil character of 
the revelations that were about to follow." 
But, unfortunately, there is no particular im- 
portance or awfiilness in those revelations as 
compared with others in the book : quite the 
contrary. It is clear, therefore, that this will 
not do ; and, independently of this objection, 
I should have thought it sufficiently evident 
that it indicated some interval of comparative 
quietness between the events of the sixth and 
seventh chapters and those of the eighth, what- 
ever those events may be. Dr. Todd " hopes to 
convince you that they are the same events, 
foretold in the prophecies which last engaged 
us, again represented; but under different points 
of view, and with the addition of several new 
and important particulars " (p. 127). 

Now, you cannot have forgotten that the 
©vents which he considers to have been fore- 
told in the former prophecies, up to the sixth 
Seal, are, our Lord's preparing to come and con- 
quer the earth, wars, Amines; pestilences, and 
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persecution of Christians by all nations. You 
will then be rather surprised to find that, in- 
stead of these " same events " being repeated 
under the Trumpets, Dr. Todd does not find 
one of them : nay, they do not occupy the same 
period ; for we are told that " these judgments 
shall be the consequence of the prayers of the 
saints which God has for so long a time seem- 
ingly delayed to answer. And this is also in 
accordance with what was revealed in the last 
vision, where you will remember that, at the 
openinff of the fifth Seal^ the souls under the 
altar were seen to cry aloud for vengeance." 

So, now we know what to understand by the 
Trumpets being "a recapitulation of the Seals'* 
— ^viz., that the seventh Seal and its included 
seven Trumpets come between the fifth and the 
sixth Seals; and, by "the same events which 
were described before," we are to understand 
the events which were omitted to be described 
before ; and by the persecution of the fiftli Seal 
being " immediately followed by the great and 
terrible day of the wrath of the Lamb," or Dr. 
Todd's day of judgment, we are to understand 
that it is followed by the contents of all the 
first six Trumpets, besides the visions of the 
vritnesses, and the woman and child, and the 
treading of Jerusalem under foot forty-two 
months, and a few other things which he allows 
to come before the day of judgment, of tha 



80 LETTBR TV. 

aeyenth Trumpet, or his i^ndcal oxth 8eaL 
This is '' reeapitulation " with a Tengeanee. 

So much for the ehronolo^cal arrangement 
of the Trumpets, with reference to the Seals, and 
the prophecy on the Mount of Olives. Now, as 
to the meaning of them: of course, if Dr, Todd 
is right in saying that the first four. most be un- 
derstood literally, it is evident that their fiilfil-^ 
ment is yet to come, because no such events as 
are lliere described have ever yet happened. 

One reason that he gives, or adopts from ano« 
ther writer, for taking them literally is, that the 
three last, or the woe Trumpets, are announced 
as woes to the " inhabiters of the earth :" where- 
as the four first are described as only affecting 
the earth itselE But if this argument is wortli 
anything, the first Trumpets ought not, accord* 
ing to his interpretation of them, to have a& 
fected the inhabitants of the earth : whereas, 
not to say anything of the rather unpleasant 
effects to the inhabiters of the earth, of the third 
part of all green things being burned up, and the 
waters turned into blood, and the ships (which 
are probably not empty) destroyed, there is the 
fisbct l^at, under one of these Trumpets, ^' many 
men" actually **^e;" while Dr. Todd himself 
insists that it is quite a mistake of oilier com- 
mentators allowing any men to die under the 
first of the subsequent Trumpets, which are 
woes to the inhabiters of the eartk 
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Of course, one cannot account for erery pai^- 
ticnlar form of expression nsed in the BiMe ; 
but as the three last Trumpets were to be an- 
nounced as woes, the natural form of announdng 
them was " woe to the inhabiters of the earth, by 
reason of the Trumpets which are yet to sound.'*' 

Dr. Todd, too, for want of something bett^, 
contends that the first Trumpets are '^ remarl^' 
ably similar to the plagues of Egypt." I tmpr 
pose he is not prepared to contend that thesis 
plagues were not woes to the inha&itert of Egypt: 
not that there is any such similarity, in reaMty, 
in any one of these four Trumpets. In which 
of the plagues, I should like to know, did blood, 
as well as hail and fire, fall from heaven ? th 
which of them was there a burning motiiitaiti 
east into the sea, which caused the third part of 
it to become blood, and the ship» to be des- 
troyed ? Or when did a great star fall upon tlie 
third part of the waters of Egypt ? And wh^ 
is the resemblance between an eclipse of a third 
part of the sun and moon and a thick darknel^ 
which might be felt ? Under one of the other 
set of Trumpets, indeed, there is a {^ague >of 
locusts ; but those Dr. Todd does nai interja^t 
literally. 

And there is another difference between the 
description of the pk^es of Egypt and the 
plagues of the first four Trumpets — ^viz., thai, 
taking them both literally, one is sense and tlfe 
other nontsense. 1 need not go over tiicm agadif ; 
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but, if you will read them carefully, you will 
see that there is not one of those descriptions, of 
which, if really taken literally, it is possible to 
make sense — except, perhaps, the first, which I 
admit to be barely possible. It is no doubt very 
easy for Dr. Todd to give a summary of them, 
quietly throwing out all those things which he 
knows are impossible (and which, I say, were 
put in for the very purpose of showing that the 
literal sense was not the true one), and make 
it appear very plausible, and very like the 
plagues of Egypt, and that often-cited prophecy 
of our Lord, which you must not forget he has 
himself disposed of, and shown to end before 
these Trumpets begin. But this plan will not 
do : the Trumpets are either Uteral or symbo- 
lical — not just as much of each as it suits Dr. 
Todd to make them : at least, if he assumes 
that privilege to himself, he must allow it to 
other people. The fallacy of the whole of this 
literal principle, as its advocates call it, is the 
assumption that a dramatic vision seen and re- 
corded by a prophet is to be interpreted in just 
the same way as a prophecy delivered by him — 
im assumption for which there is no authority 
whatever. Daniel's visions were not so inter- 
preted, Ezekiel's visions were not, a great 
part of the Apocalypse, you see, even Dr. Todd 
admits cannot be. These gentlemen always try 
to confound the symbolical or mystical interpre- 
tation of prophetic visions with that same sy§- 
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tem of intei*pretatioii of other parts of the Bible, 
and write and quote a great deal of very pro- 
per indignation against the latter, and then ex- 
pect people to take for granted that it applies to 
the former. Jeremy Taylor knew better ; for, 
though he said,* " In all the interpretations of 
Scripture, the literal sense is to be presumed 
and chosen, unless there be evident cause to the 
contrary. The reasons are plain ; because the 
literal sense is natural, and it is the first, and it 
is the most agreeable to some things in their 
whole kind" — he added — " not, indeed, to pro^ 
phea/J^ I remember reading a book, by a writer 
of this school, in which the above passage was 
cited, along with one from Hooker, equally 
little to his purpose when read with the context, 
and which, I observe, Dr. Todd himself quotes. 
As I had a strong suspicion that Bishop Taylor 
(as well as Hooker) was too wise a man to have 
laid down such a doctrine, as applied to- pro- 
phecy, I hunted out the passages, and found that 
this ingenious gentleman had copied the above 
sentence very correctly up to the words, " not, 
indeed, to prophecy," and had there stopped ; 
and that Hooker was speaking of baptism, not 
prophecy. He afterwards turned " Plymouth 
^Brother;" and, I understand, that the brother- 
hood believe implicitly in the literal Millen* 

* Second Sermon on Titus ii. 
E 2 
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nium, and, perhaps, they quote Hooker and 
Jeremy Taylor in fevour of it. 

I have told you that Dr. Todd does not ibh 
terpret the locusts of the fifth Trumpet literally ; 
he does not, indeed, appear to have quite settled 
what they are : he inclines to the notion that 
they are evil spirits out of the bottomless i«t; 
but whether in a " bodily form resembling lo- 
custs, or whether they shall employ the iustm- 
xnentality of natural locusts or of men, he does 
not venture to decide ; but this is certain, that 
they shall have no power to destroy vegetation.*' 

Why is it certain that they should have no 
power to destroy vegetation ? It is not ev^i 
said that they had no power to do so, but that 
they were commanded not : the power depends 
upon who commanded them. And why is it cer- 
tain that they are not to destroy the trees, any 
more than that they are to be like horses pre- 
pared for battle, and with something as it were 
crowns of gold on their heads, and their &ce6 
as of men, but their hair as the hair of women, 
to all which Dr. Todd gives no meaning what«- 
ever f Other interpreters have found a mean- 
ing, and a very literal one too, for all these 
things, in events and persons long since past ; 
and though trees in a vision do not always ne- 
cessarily mean literal trees, yet it happens that 
many interpreters do agree with Dr. Todd about 
these trees, and so have found in past events a 
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complete application for the vision ; while he, 
vntii all the Aiture to expatiate in, caxi find no 
meaning at all for a very remarkable part of the 
vision, which was plainly not inserted for laoere 
scenic effect ; and, as to the remainder, he 
caimot make up his mind even on his own 
syst^n. 

You will, of course, not be surprised to hear 
that this prophecy also is parallel to that one 
of which you have heard so often, and which 
seems to have the faculty of accommodating 
itself to all periods and all events, and of pre- 
dicting the same events in the same order 
whether it is read forwards or backwards — 
whether you begin with the day of judgment or 
the events preceding the destruction of Jerusa- 
lem, The parallel passage here is the twenty- 
second verse of that twenty-fourth chapter of 
Matdiew : Dr. Todd considering it evident that 
the five months of the locusts is the length of 
those days of affliction at the siege of Jerusalem, 
of which our Lord said, "Except they were 
shortened there should be no JlesU saved ;^^ 
and this, in the face of his own interpretation, 
that the locusts should have no power to kill 
any one I 

I do not intend to discuss the meaning of 
this period of five months, as Dr. Todd does 
not; and also because Mr. Faber has said 
enough on that important question of the 
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proper interpretation of the prophetic days, 
months, and years, in his " Provincial Letters.' 
I need hardly tell you that if the common in- 
terpretation of them is right, and the literal 
interpretation wrong, there is an end of the 
whole of Dr. Todd's system at once. However, 
as I wish to show you the various objections to 
that system as independently of each other as 
possible, I shall waive that question for the 
present, and refer you to the ^ Provincial Let- 
ters " which I lent you. 

As for the events of the next Trumpet, it is 
clear, from nearly every verse, that the Euphra- 
tean horsemen cannot be interpreted literally. 
Their number, two hundred millions, is an im- 
possible number: the horses are impossible 
animals; and so are the riders, with their 
armour of fire and brimstone, and their tails 
like serpents. Therefore, the fact of no such 
army, or horses, or horsemen, having yet ap- 
peared, is plainly no proof that this vision is 
yet unfulfilled; and, moreover, it adds one more 
to the number of the Apocalyptic visions which 
cannot be interpreted literally, and one more 
argument against the general application of the 
literal principles of the Apocalypse. 

To the vision of what he calls the " inaugura- 
tion of St. John," occupying the whole of chapter 
X., Dr. Todd gives no meaning at all : according 
to him, it is a part of machinery of the drama ' 
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and nothing more ; and not only that, but he 
makes all this description of the delivery of the 
little open book, and the next one, of the 
measuring of the temple, and the one after that, 
of the witnesses, all parts of the second woe ; 
though, by what fiction these things are to be 
considered woes at all, he does not attempt to 
explain. 

This measuring of the temple, and delivery 
of the outer court to the Gentiles, "imports the 
rebuilding and restoration of the temple, and 
its partial preservation from the profimation 
which the outer court and the holy city were to 
undergo fi:om the Gentiles." And by whom 
do you think he tells us in a note that, "accord- 
ing to ancient opinion, the temple is to be re- 
built and the Mosaic religion restored?"— 
Antichrist! If any other commentator had 
written this, one would suppose he had done 
it to show the folly and nonsense of some of 
those old interpreters of the prophecies whom 
Dr. Todd wants to set up as authorities. 

He, however, seems to perceive no absurdity 
in the notion of Antichrist being a pious Jew, 
who restores the temple and the religion of 
Moses, but is unable to preserve the rest of 
the city from being profaned by the Gentiles, 
who are, therefore, much worse than Antichrist. 
Really, I think the Pope need hardly object to 
be called Antichrist on these terms: for, whe- 



as LBTTJSR IV. 

ther Popery is to be destroyed or not, tbe 
Jews are certainly to be restored to &voiir. 
!9ut this interpretation of Dr. Todd's (except as 
t^ the re-builder o£ the temple) is not wanting ia 
proof from the usual source. He says (and he 
well may) — ''Here, again, you can hardly fiiil to 
l)e stmek with it ; for this delivery of Jerusalem 
to the Gentiles for a limited period is expressly 
stated to be one of the signs of our Lord's 
coming: 'And when ye shall see Jerusalem com* 
passed with armies then know,' &^c. (Luke xxi. 
2P). The testimony therefore which the pro- 
pl^ecy, literally under itood^ has given us is clearly 

this after this restoration, the city shall 

be taken and sacked by the Gentiles ; the outer 
court also of the temple seized upon and pro* 
^med; but the sanctuary itself preserved in the 
i|)idst of the surrounding desolation." 

I will only trouble you with one more quota- 
tion — ^not from Dr. Todd : — 

/'And as some spake of the temple^ how it 
was adorned with goodly stones and gifts, he 
said, As for these things which ye behold^ the 
d^ys will come in the which there shall not be 
l^ft one stone upon another that shall not be 
thrown down. And they asked him, saying. 
When shall these things be, and what sign will 
there be when these things shall come to pass ? 
Aiid he said and when ye shall see Jeru- 
salem compassed with armies, then know that 
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the desolation thereof is nigh and Jeru- 
salem shall be trodden down of the Gentiles till 
the times of the Gentiles be fulfilled " 

Dr, Todd's times of the Gentiles are some 
forty-two months, to begin at some fixture time, 
near the end of the world ; and it is quite a 
mistake to suppose that they are going on now. 
And, as he and his allies tell us we dare not 
use the prophetic argument against Papists, so 
he seems now doing his best to firighten us out 
of u^ing it against Jews ; for the Jew will reply, 
"Don't talk to me about the destruction of 
Jenisidem being a proof that Jesus Christ was 
a true prophet : why, Dr. Todd, one of your 
own prophetic interpreters, denies that that pro- 
phecy is fulfilled at all." Truly, these literal 
gentlemen seem likely to do some service, not 
only to Protestantism, but to Christianity. 
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I DO not expect to occupy you long with the 
examination of Dr. Todd's interpretation of the 
remaining visions comprehended in his book; 
partly, because his interpretation of them almost 
necessarily stands or falls with that hypothesis 
which I have already noticed, of the Apocalyp- 
tic Jerusalem, which is to be trodden under 
foot, being the literal Jerusalem spoken of by 
our Lord in His prophecy of its destruction — or 
rather, in Dr. Todd's version of that prophecy ; 
and partly, because it also must necessarily fall 
with the literal interpretation of the Apocalyp- 
tic periods, on which I need not write all Mr. 
Faber's arguments over again. I will, however, 
mention a few objections to Dr. Todd's inter- 
pretations considered independently of that 
question. 

Of his interpretation of the witnesses, as some 
two persons who are to prophecy three years 
and a half in the revived Jewish Church, I re- 
peat what I have often said before, that, of 
course, such a literal interpretation is possible : 
there is no need to argue that, because the lite- 
ral meaning is so and so, and " no such events 
have evQr yet occurred, conse^uentli/y this pro-. 
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phecy is still unfulfilled." If this were good 
logic, Dr. Todd might make very short work, 
indeed, of the question between his system and 
the opposite one. But the real question is not» 
what is the literal meaning ? — but, is the literal 
meaning the true one ? 

He proceeds to enforce the personality of the 
witnesses by their identity with the two olive 
branches belonging to the candlestick seen by 
Zechariah (chap* iv.), and described as " the 
two anointed ones that stand by the Lord," 
which he says plainly implies personality* I 
deny the plainness of the implication altoge- 
ther^ The seven branches of the great candle- 
stick in that vision are afterwards mentioned 
as the seven eyes of the Lord, which run to and 
fro through the whole earth; and our Lord 
himself is spoken - of just before, and evidently 
not in His merely • human character, as " The 
Branch,", in a vision representing Joshua and 
Satan standing before the Lord. Whatever all 
this means, I say that there is not in it a word 
of proof that the two olive branches signify two 
persons who were to appear at some very remote 
period for only three years and a half. 

But Dr. Todd says the language of the Apo- 
calypse itself implies personality* Of course it 
does, to a certain extent : the vision could not 
have been constructed without changing its 
whole character, unless the witnesses were ex- 
hibited as persons* It was necessary to repre# 
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s^ them as being killed and lying dead: how 
wim this to be done with olive trees or candle- 
sticks }— or how were a large body of men to be 
represented as all prophesying in the corporate 
character of a Church ? He admits that oUyo 
trees and candlesticks are the usual scriptural 
symbols for Churches, and that this circum- 
stance would have some weight but for this 
language of personality. Let us look, then, a 
little at this evidence of personality, beyond the 
mere exhibition of the individuals themselves 
in the vision, which is no evidence. 

First: I observe, " fire proceedeth out of their 
mouih and devoureth their enemies ; and, if any 
mian will hurt them, he must in this manner be 
killed." Now, is this a literal or figurative pro- 
phecy ? Dr. Todd, indeed, sees no difficulty 
in believing it a literal revival of miraculous 
powers ; for he says, '' examples of miracles ear* 
ae^y similar are recorded in the history of the 
Jewish nation. Elijah, for instance, called down 
fij^ from heavetit^^ ^c. This is another instance 
of.Dr. Todd's curious notions of similarity : he 
sees an exact similarity between the real awful- 
ness of fire coming down fi:om heaven at the 
word of a prophet, and the ridiculous awfiilness 
of ;a prophet walking about with fire issuing out 
of his mouth and actually burning up his ene- 
mies. And he cannot see that this might be a 
very proper representation in a vision which 8t. 
John knew was symbolical, though very absurd 
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asd unparallellad as a real miracle. This may, 
at first sight, appear trifling ; but, if you will re- 
member that the real question is whether this 
was a literal pro|*iecy or a symbolical vision, 
you will see that it is not trifling, but at once 
puts an end to the literal view : for, if one part 
of the vision is necessarily symbolical, what au- 
thority has Dr. Todd for saying that the rest 
cannot be ? 

Again : by whom are these two men to be 
killed? % the Beast that ascendeth out of the 
bottomless pit ; that hath seven heads and ten 
horns ; and bad one of his heads wounded to 
death and revived again ; and who carries on 
his heads a woman who is the great city that 
sitteth upon seven hills (which are also the 
heads of tlie Beast), and reigneth over the kings 
of the earth. And how are they to be killed by 
this Beast ? He makes war upon them, and 
overcomes them. He, to whom the dragon gave 
his power, and his seat, and great authority, and 
to whom power was given over all kindreds, and 
tongues, and nations, makes war upon two pro- 
phets, and actually prevails against them and 
kills them ! Well may Dr. Todd say as little 
as you vrill see he does of the Beast, the prin- 
cipal of the Apocalyptic symbols. He calls it, 
indeed, a formidable power ; but even making 
no more of it than this, who ever heard of a for- 
midable power making war upon two men, pro- 
phesying in sackcloth, and overcominff them? 
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There is only one sense of such expressions 
which is not nonsense, and that is something 
worse than nonsense— viz., that the miraculous 
powers which God gave them rendered them 
sufficiently powerful to require war to be made 
upon them, but not sufficiently powerful to save 
them from being overcome. Why did not this 
formidable power of the Beast send and kill 
them at once, as Herod sent and killed him 
that was "much more than a prophet," and 
whom our Lord declared to be that very Elias 
who is one of Dr. Todd's witnesses ? 

The next circumstance is, that they are to 
" lie dead in the street of the great city, which is 
spiritually called Sodom and Egypt, where also 
our Lord was crucified." Dr. Todd considers 
this a clear proof that they are to be killed in 
Jerusalem ; and no doubt, at first sight, the last 
words of the verse may seem to point to Jeru- 
salem. But, on the other hand, is not this a 
remarkably round-about way of mentioning 
that city, which is everywhere else in the book 
mentioned by its simple name? And ought 
not this to lead us to suspect that there may be 
some meaning in the words deeper than the ap- 
parent one ? Now, I see the common marginal 
note refers to Heb. xiii. 12 — " Wherefore Jesus 

Christ sufiered without the gate." Those 

who put that reference did not mean nothing 
by it : they could not have put it to prove that 
Jesus Christ sufifered at or near Jerusalem^ > 
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since that is a &ot so notorious as to make 
such a reference absurd; and, if they had 
wanted one for such a purpose, they would 
have taken some much plainer one from the 
Gospels. No : what they meant was, to remind 
us that our Lord did not suffer in Jerusalem, 
but out of it — ^that Jerusalem was not the city 
in which our Lord was crucified. And the rest 
of the description shows also that Jerusalem is 
not the city in which the witnesses are slain. 
That city " is spiritually called Sodom and 
Egypt." What reason have we for supposing 
Jerusalem to be so called ? Dr. Todd says it 
is to resemble Sodom in its iniquitous impu- 
rities. How does he know that? What 
shadow of evidence for such a charge is there ? 
It is also to resemble Egypt in its persecution 
of God's people, by which he means the Jews. 
So that Jerusalem is to become the persecutor 
of the Jews ! Even supposing the city, after 
its restoration to its " fixture glorious state," to 
be again taken and trodden down by the Gen- 
tiles, it is rather a novel figure to talk of a 
conquered and trodden- down city as the perse- 
cutor of those who are conquered in it. This 
is certainly one of Dr. Todd's boldest guesses, 
and I am really obliged to him for making it ; 
for, until I saw this reason for calling Jeru- 
salem Egypt, it never occurred to me how pre- 
posterous it was to think of giving to the city of 
the people of God the name of that very nation 
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who were, and are, the type of, the persecutors 
of the people of God, both in the historical and 
the prophetic sense of these words.* Besides, 
though a kingdom may be fitly represented 
under the name of its principal city, a city can 
hardly be supposed to be represented under the 
name of a kingdom — still less of another 
kingdom. 

Lastly : the witnesses lie dead in the street, 
or rather, upon the broad part {ejTL TrXareio?) of 
the great city. Now, can Dr. Todd point out 
a single passage where the literal Jerusalem is 
called " the great city ? " The epithet " great" 
may be applied to it, as it was to Nineveh and 
other cities ; but it is nowhere called emphati- 
cally " the great city." It is called " the holy 
city" — -'the city of God" — and so forth (which, 
by the way, is not very like Sodom or Egypt), 
but not "the great city." This argument 
might not be worth much if there were not 
another place, several times mentioned in the 
Apocalypge. which is called "the great city;" 
and not only is there such a place, but the 
woman, who is declared to be the symbol of 
that great city, is described as " drunk with the 
blood of the martyrs («.c., witnesses) of Jesus" 
(Rev. xiii. 6). Dr. Todd (prudently enough) 
says nothing about that " great city." Whe- 
ther, on his literal system, he may be preparing 

* And see Joel iii* 17« 19 — ^^ Then shall Jerusaleix^ 
be holy, and Egypt shall be a desolation/' 
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to prove it to be Babylon restored, I do not 
know : at any rate he does not venture to sug- 
gest that it is Jerusalem. 

Now, what do you say to his further proof 
liiat Jerusalem will be the scene of the death 
of ike two individuals who are to be the wit- 
nesses ? First : you see " the great city" is not 
the scriptural name of Jerusalem ; but is the 
name of another place which is drunk with the 
blood of the witnesses of Jesus. Secondly i 
Jerusalem is not called Sodom ;* nor can any 
reason be given why such an inappropriate 
name should be given to the holy city of God. 
Thirdly: Jerusalem is not caUed "Egypt;'* 
nor can such a name be given to it without 
gross inconsistency and impropriety. Fourthly : 
our Lord was not crucified in it. 

But, perhaps, you will say that if our Lord 
was not crucified in Jerusalem, he was not 
crucified in any other city. Certainly not ; and 
for that very reason, if there were no others, 
you may be sure that " the great city " cannot 
be a real city at all ; but must be something 
much larger — viz., a kingdom or empire in- 
cluding the place where our Lord was put to 
death. What kingdom did include that place, 
you know; and you know also that the city 
representing that kingdom is " that great city 

* I do not forget that by some of the old prophets 
it is said to be like Sodom; but you will see that those 
passagpee have quite a different meanisg. 
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on seven hills which reigned over the kings of 
the earth." And you will recollect that, even 
if the city alone is not thought a sufficient 
symbol for its empire, yet the citizenship of 
Rome (Romana civitas) was not confined to the 
walls but to the empire of Rome ; and, to com- 
plete the contrast between Dr. Todd's great city 
and St. John's, '• the great city " is also called 
" the mother of abominations," and is to be 
burnt up for ever ; and therefore it may very 
fitly be called " Sodom :" it is the persecutor 
of the people of God ; and, therefore, it may 
very fitly be called "Egypt;" and lastly, our 
Lord was crucified in the Roman empire and 
by the Roman power. 

So much for the actual description of the 
scene of the witnesses' death. But, moreover, 
their dead bodies are to be seen by " all the 
people, and kindreds, and tongues, and nations." 
Is this a likely description of the death of two 
men in a moderate sized town ? And all the 
people, and kindreds, and tongues, and nations, 
do not suffer them to be buried for — ^how long? 
Three days and a half: which is also a further 
reason for doubting the literal interpretation, 
both on account of the shortness of the time, 
and, more so, from the particular mention of 
the half day. We know that the " three days " 
which our Lord lay dead differed from three 
whole days by much more than half a day ; and 
yet here we have a half day mentioned twice, 
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with all possible preciseness, as the time that 
these witnesses, who are to be slain in Jera- 
salem, are to be dead. 

Moreover, they that dwell on the earth, who 
are clearly synonymous with the " all nations," 
are to rejoice over their death. This also 
shows that the death of the witnesses is a 
much more extensive event than the temporary 
death of any two men for three days and a 
half could possibly be. 

This is the account of the witnesses, up to 
the time of their revival ; and I do not hesi- 
tate to say that every particular of that account, 
instead of being such evidence of their persona- 
lity as to counterbalance the presumption that 
the olive trees and candlesticks have here their 
usual symbolical meaning, strongly confirms 
that presumption. 

Dr. Todd points to the difierences among 
the " historical " interpreters on the question, 
who are the witnesses? But it seems that 
even his own school are not quite so unanimous 
about it as might be expected. He admits that 
"some discrepancy certainly prevailed in the 
early Church " on this point. He is himself 
inclined to support Enoch and Elijah. After 
what I have said, I (Jo not think itjnecessary to 
discuss their claims generally : only I must say 
that their advocate has been rather unlucky in 
his argument on one point. One of his rea- 
sons for denying that John the Baptist was 
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that Ellas which was to come and restore all 
things is, that John did not restore all things ; 
but he afterwards admits that the preaching of 
the witnesses does not appear to produce any 
such effect. ** Be this however as it may, it is 
not till after the earthquake, &e,, that fear 
shall Ml upon all them that shall see these 
wonders, and they will give glory to the God of 
heaven " — that is to say, Elias is one of the 
witnesses, because he is elsewhere foretold to 
come and restore all things : it is true the wit- 
nesses do not appear to restore all things, or 
anything ; but, be that as it may, Elias is one 
of the witnesses. 

On the whole, I think, if there is anything 
that we may infer with certainty from this pro- 
phecy of the witnesses, it is that they are not 
two individual prophets ; and, if they are not 
individuals, they are clearly bodies of men of 
some kind ; and if they are bodies of men, it is 
clear (independently of all the other reasons) 
that their lying dead for three days and a half 
cannot have a literal meaning. And if these 
days are not to be literally interpreted, there is 
an end of the literal interpretation of the Apoca- 
Ijrptic periods, and consequently of the whole of 
Dr. Todd's system ; for he will not deny that 
the "days" are either days or years; or that, 
if they are years, his theory of the Apocalypse 
being a prophecy of events to accompany the 
second advent, is destroyed at once. 
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After thie termination of the second woe, '' the 
third woe cometh quickly." Dr. Todd says 
that this quick succession of the seeond and 
third woes " has occasioned great diflBculty to 
our modern historical interpreters;" and he 
instances Mr. Faber, who makes ninety-two 
years between the second and third woes. But 
he also makes above five hundred years between 
the first and second ; and though there are, no 
doubt, some interpretations which have occa- 
sioned Mr. Faber as well as other interpreters, 
including Dr. Todd, some difficulty, this cer- 
tainly has not the least appearance of being 
one of them. Dr. Todd seems to forget that 
there is the same sort of difference between the 
meaning of the word " quickly," on his system 
and the historical system, as in the life of a 
butterfly and an elephant, the prophetic period 
on that system being three hundred and sixty 
times as long as on his: in other words, the 
ninety-two years of Mr. Faber would corres- 
p<MBd to one-fourth of a year of Dr. Todd. It is^ 
at any rate, some little recommendation to Mr. 
Faber's riew, that it does give some meaning to 
the word "quickly," as distinguished from the 
word " hereafter," which is emplcjy®! to indicate 
the suecession of the seeond woe to the first* 
For tiiat which comes six times as quickly as 
something else may very fairly be said to come 
^^ quickly," while that something else is said to 
eome ^ heresifier :" whereas^^on Dr. Todd's Bysr. 
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tern, the word means nothing at all. He says 
we may infer, from the manner of the an- 
nouncement of the second and third woe, " not 
only their importance and formidable charaxjter, 
but also, perhaps, that the events in which they 
shall be fulfilled will be, not contemporaneous, 
but eonsecutiye." I have ventured to condemn 
some of his inferences for their boldness : I 
must admit that this inference does not deserve 
that epithet; though, perhaps, we may think 
there is some boldness in the attempt to make 
it appear that this is the only inference, or the 
inference which was intended to be drawn, 
from the words of the prophecy. 

The fact is, this single word " quickly," in- 
stead of being a difficulty to Mr. Faber, is 
almost of itself a reftitation to Dr. Todd ; for he 
has left himself no room for the use of such a 
word : his fimdamental proposition was that, as 
soon as the Apocalyptic prophecies beffin to be 
ftilfilled, the end cometh quickly : much more, 
then, must any two intermediate and successive 
events come quickly. Yet St. John says, by 
implication, that the second woe does not come 
quickly after the first, as the third does aft«r the 
second. Still less, therefore, can the end come 
quickly after the beginning. And you will not 
forget that this interpretation, of the end coming 
quickly as soon as the events of the Apocalypse 
should begin to be fulfilled, was a mere guess 
at a solution of the difficulty arising from our 
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Lord's declarations that He would come quickly. 
I believe I did not remark before, that the time 
when our Lord said, " Behold, I come quickly," 
was when the visions were concluded — not at 
the opening of them; so that the prophecy itself 
(whatever was the meaning of it) flatly contra^ 
diets Dr. Todd's interpretation. 

The third woe he will have to be the coming 
of our Lord and the establishment of His king- 
dom. I do not dispute that the establishment 
of that kingdom takes place under the seventh 
Trumpet, but I deny that it takes place at the 
be^nning of that vision ; and I cannot imagine 
why Dr. Todd, with the contents of the seven 
Vials staring him in the face, which are ex- 
pressly called the " last plagues," should insist 
upon calling the establishment of Christ's king- 
dom the "last woe." For some reason or other, 
he has determined to call these Yials " a sup- 
plementary vision;" though he does not tell us 
what they are supplementary to, or where they 
are to be inserted; and that, you remember, was 
his mode of dealing with the " supplementary 
vision" of the seventh chapter; inserting it 
(and the seventh Seal and the first six Trumpets 
into the bargain) between the fifth and sixth 
Seals. 

However, he has himself fiimished as good 
an answer as I could desire to his own argu- 
ment for the day of the Lord coming at the 
sound of the seventh Trumpet. He says the 
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voices in heaven, and the elders, give thanks, 
sajring, " The nations were angry and thy wrath 
is come." But, as he himself remarks, " they 
go on to enumerate in their song of thanks- 
giving those glorions events connected with the 
second advent which are afterwards more fiilly 
predicted in subsequent visions, and especially 
in the twentieth chapter. The great event 
itself for which they give thanks is there spoken 
of as the ragn of Christ with His saints for a 

thousand years the next event is the judg- 

bient of the dead." Now, if some of the events 
thus enumerated do not come for a thousand 
years, I should Kke to know how the enumeratMm 
of some other events proves that ihty are to come 
immediately, or are come already. There is as 
little real proof of the coming of Christ here, as 
under the sixth Seal, of which you heard so 
much. 
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Db. Todd's concluding lecture is cliiefly occu- 
pied with the investigation, though not vntii 
the discovery even to his own satisfaction, of 
the vision of the woman and the man child. 
I do not mean that it is any reflection upon 
him that he has found great difficulty in this 
prophecy, because he therein resembles most 
other interpreters ; but when he admits that he 
cannot find a child for the woman, I think he 
ought not to be quite so sure that he is right 
about the woman herself, whom he interprets 
to be ''the nation of Israel at the period of 
her future promised glory." This is the 
woman at her first appearance, before she flies 
into the wilderness, where she remains twelve 
hundred and sixty days ; and her flight into 
the wilderness is "contemporaneous with the 
profanation of Jerusalem by the Gentiles." 

Now, one would suppose from this, that 
th^e was nothing more certain, than that, after 
the period of the future glory of Jerusalem, it 
was to be again taken by the Gentiles and re- 
main in their hands at least a period of three 
literal years and a hal^ and that then should 
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come the great destruction of the armies of 
Antichrist : that is to say, Dr. Todd assumes 
that the Jews are first to be restored and raised 
to their fixture promised glory; their temple 
and city rebuilt (and the Mosaic religion re- 
stored, as we saw, by Antichrist); then the 
city is to be besieged, and taken, and trodden 
down, all but the temple, for three years and a 
half, by the Gentiles ; and then, after the 
three years and a half, a second gathering of 
the nations against the trodden-down city is to 
take place, when the wrath of God shall sud- 
denly come upon them and destroy them, with 
their leader, who is also Antichrist. I have 
looked in vain for some authority for this series 
of predictions, and not a word of authority do 
I find, except Dr. Todd's own interpretation of 
the vision of the measuring of the temple. He 
cites, indeed (besides as a matter of course his 
universal prophecy), the last three chapters of 
Zechariah; to which he might have added 
several others, especially Daniel xi. 45, and 
Bev. xvi. 16, which equally with that of Zecha- 
riah, and a good deal more than that of our 
Lord, predict the gathering together of the 
wicked nations at Jerusalem, for their final de- 
struction at the battle of " Armageddon.'' But 
there is not a word in these prophecies about 
the fixture glory of Jerusalem preceding this 
battle : still less any intimation of that glory 
having been succeeded by another siege and de- 
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struction of the city three years and a half 
before. On the contrary, Daniel, after predict- 
ing, in the place above mentioned, the destruc- 
tion on the glorious holy mountain of the king 
who " shall do according to his will," &c., pro- 
ceeds, " And at that time shall Michael stand 
up, the great prince that standeth up for the 
children of thy people ; and there shall be a 
time of trouble such as never was since there 
was a nation until that same time ; and at that 
time shall thy people be delivered." In fact, 
whatever may be meant by the ftiture glory of 
Jerusalem, nothing is more clear than that it is 
predicted to follow^ not to precede by several 
years, the final destruction of God's enemies 
before the Millenium. 

Of course also, all the objections to the literal 
interpretation of the period of the witnesses 
apply to this prophecy, since Dr. Todd admits 
that these periods are evidently identical. 
However, even taking it for granted that he is 
right as to that, and that his inability to com- 
plete his own solution is no objection to that 
part of the interpretation which he does give, 
I think I have shown you enough, by way of 
objection to that interpretation, to make it un- 
necessary to say anything more about it. 

I must confess I hardly know what to say 

about Dr. Todd's treatment of what he chooses 

to call *'the remainder of this prophecy ;" or 

liow to account for his so calling a totally dis« 

y 2 
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tinct vision, acted upon a totally new scene, and 
exhibiting for the first time that which is un-> 
doubtedly the principal character in the Apoca- 
lyptic drama — "The Beast with seven heads 
and ten horns, and upon his horns ten crowns 
and upon his heads the name of Blasphemy, 
whose number is 666, and who carries upon 
his heads the woman that also sitteth upon 
many waters and upon seyen mountains, and is 
the mother of harlots and abominations of the 
earth, and reigneth over the kings of the 
earth." — ^And for this personage Dr. Todd says 
"a few general remarks must suffice." Per- 
haps, he thinks St. John has said so much 
about it that he need say very little. But 
whether this would be a good excuse in the 
mouth of anybody else, he is the last person in 
the world who is entitled to avail himself of it ; 
for he is not contented to entitle his book 
** IXscourses on the first Thirteen Chapters of 
the Apocalypse, except the Charges to the 
Churches," or even "Discourses on the Apo- 
calypse ;" but he goes out of his way to intro- 
duce a word not to be found in the Apocalypse, 
and entitles his book " Discourses on the Pro- 
phecies Relating to Antichrist in the Apoca- 
lypse." Certainly this is, to say the least of it, 
rather an Irish way of describing a book of 
which only five or six pages, out of nearly three, 
hundred, are occupied with " a few general re- 
marks" about the person whom he supposes to 
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be the representative of Antichrist in the Apo* 
calypse. 

Neither can he avail himself of the excuse 
that though the fieast and his actions and his 
number are described in this vision, yet the 
other particulars I have mentioned, and the 
destruction of the Beast, belong to "the re- 
maining prophecies of the Apocalypse," for the 
examination of which he " has made considera- 
ble progress in preparing himself, but has been 
induced for the present at least io abandon it" 
as he tells us in his pre&ce; for, if he consi- 
dered this prophecy so connected with those 
others that it could not be completely explained 
without them, he ought certainly to have left 
this until he was prepared to explain them all 
together, and not to have professed to give an 
explanation of this, which is no explanation at 
all, but merely a set of meagre and vague 
generalities, most of which might have been 
written by any one who interprets the prophe- 
cies on a totally different system. But in that 
case, he would not have had any pretence even 
for putting " Antichrist " on his title-page ; or 
have had any cha;hce of making his readers be- 
lieve that they were reading a refiitation of the 
common system of applying the prophecy of the 
Beast to Rome, and an establishment of a new 
application of the prophecy. 

Do you think your friend, who gave you the 
book, would have been converted by it, if Dr. 
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Todd had stopped short at the end of the 
vision of the woman and child, and said, " I am 
not yet prepared to give an explanation of the 
meaning of the Beast, and the woman of Baby- 
lon, on my principles ; but I must request the 
reader to take for granted that an explanation 
of them can be given on those principles, which 
shall demonstrate the common one to be 
unscriptural and insufficient; and shall itself 
satisfy all the conditions and agree with all the 
particulars expressed in the prophecy?" Dr. 
Todd knew better ; and I must say he has 
managed this matter with considerable adroit- 
ness. However, giving him all due credit for 
his skill in that respect, let me ask you what 
sort of attention do you think ought to be paid 
to an exposition of the Apocalypse, which con- 
tains no interpretation or notice of the various 
and remarkable particulars of by far the most 
important prophecy in the book ? The first 
question that every body asks about any new 
interpreter of the Apocalypse is, "What 
does he make of the Beast;" and very rea- 
sonably too ; since the destruction of the Beast 
is the great event of the prophecy, an event in 
which all the world is evidently interested, and 
an event which all the world believes t6 be yet 
to come — except a small number of persons, 
who, by some ultra-symbolical method of inter- 
pretation, contrive to interpret the whole pro- 
phecy, Millenium and all, as already fiilfiUed. 
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The answer to be given to those who ask this 
question about Dr. Todd, is, that he makes 
the Beast " a formidable power, who shall esta- 
blish idolatry over the whole world, the objects 
of idolatry being the Dragon (i . e.^ the devil) 
and the Beast himself, and shall persecute the 
saints for forty-two months; that his power 
shall be chiefly exercised among the Gentiles ; 
that he shall impress a mark upon the followers 
of his idolatry on their foreheads or their 
hands; and this mark shall be closely con- 
nected with that commercial character which 
'shall be one of the distinguishing features of his 
kingdom " (Rev. xiii. 17). This is Dr. Todd's, 
interpretation of the prophecy of the Beast : — 
"I'ime will not permit him to examine the 
popular interpretations, with a view to convince 
you of their unscriptural character and insuffi- 
ciency,''^ (At any rate, time would have per- 
mitted him to write a correct title-page). Of 
course your firiend, who was converted, is fully 
convinced of the unscriptural character and 
insufl&ciency of the anti-Roman interpretation, 
and of the perfect sufficiency of Dr. Todd's. 

Unscriptural I can hardly call it, for the 
greatest part of it is merely a repetition, and is 
anything but an interpretation, of a few of the 
words of Scripture itself. The Beast is, no 
doubt, a formidable power: no doubt he will 
establish or sanction idolatry, and even a species 
of worship of himself (though I rather doubt 
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the establishment of an idolatrous worship of 
the deyil); and will persecute "the saints of 
God" fiw the period which is represented as 
forty-two months. Still less room is there for 
doubting that his power will be chiefly exercised 
among the Gentiles, as the world is chiefly 
occii^ied by the Gentiles. (Dr. Todd does not 
seem to approve of that ancient opinion that 
Antichrist was to be of the tribe of Dan, which, 
I suppose, is as much entitled to respect as other 
ancient opinions about him). 

Thus far it is impossible to assert that Dr. 
Todd's description of the Beast is unscriptural. 
Whether it is " sufficient" or not, I leave you to 
judge, by considering whether it tells you any 
more than the prophecy itself. The remainder 
of the interpretation, though it is certainly in 
scriptural language, is far too absurd to be ad- 
mitted as the scriptural meaning of the pro- 
phecy — ^unless, perhaps, he means that ^ti- 
Christ, who is literally to " impress a mark upon 
the foreheads and hands of his followers," is to 
be not 'only a king of the Gentiles, but of those 
heathen nations among whom that kind of cuta- 
neous distinction is not unknown. Whether 
his remaining "commercial" characteristic, viz., 
hostility to free trade, is exactly the meaning 
of the prophecy, that he should " suffer no man 
to buy or sell who had not the mask of the 
Beast," I will not presume to determine. 

This, then, is the end of this much vaunted 
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exposition of the Apocalyptic prophecies rela- 
ting to Antichrist. Only five pages of the whole 
book are devoted to him at all; and all that 
Dr. Todd does in those five pages is to repeat, 
instead of interpreting, the prophecy itself; and 
even in that repetition he manages to give part 
of the prophecy an absurd meaning; and, with, 
the exception of that part, and of the period to 
which the prophecy relates, all that he says 
about the Beast might be adopted by any one of 
those modern interpreters of whose system 
" time only will not allow him to show the un- 
scriptural character and insufficiency." In feet, 
the very characteristics of the Beast which Dr. 
Todd selects, I presume as evidence that the 
Roman empire cannot be the empire of the 
Beast, are those which the modem commenta- 
tors have selected as proofs to the contrary: 
and he also admits that this prophecy is parallel 
to that of Babylon, the city on the seven hills : 
which is another of the proofs of the Roman 
seat of the Beast relied on by Protestant inter- 
preters ; but of which he does not find it con- 
venient to say anything, and has for the pre- 
sent abandoned even the preparing himself for 
the examination of it. 

Dr. Todd, at the end of his remarks upon the 
Beast, has given a short summary of what he 
conceives himself to have demonstrated respect- 
ing the interpretation of the Apocalypse. I 
l?^iU follow his example, and recapitulate shortly 

r3 
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what I conceive that I have demonstrated re- 
specting his system of interpretation. I will 
not repeat what I have said about his assump- 
tion of the failure of all interpreters before him- 
self: about the real value of the primitive under- 
standing of the prophecy : about his notion of 
the Apocalypse being intended to be understood 
by the unlearned, and those who cannot even 
read it : or the supposition that " the time being, 
at hand" when the prophecy was delivered 
meant that, when it should begin to be fulfilled 
after some two thousand years or more, then the 
time should be at hand ; or his making two days 
of judgment instead of one. Dr. Todd pro- 
pounded two propositions which he called prin- 
ciples, which were in fact three. I showed that 
his argument for the first of the three, which 
was founded on two critical suggestions of Mr. 
Maitland's for a new translation, was untenable, 
and the proposed translation inadmissible ; and 
that the second was foimded on an understand- 
ing of the coming of the Lord, " which time 
itself had proved to be wrong." The propo- 
sition respecting the arrangement of the visions 
I showed to be unsymmetrical, inconsistent, un- 
warranted — ^in fact, contradicted — by the con- 
tents of the visions themselves, not even stated 
by Dr. Todd as he really meant it, and not 
adhered to when he came to the mterpretation 
of the visions, and having no foundq.tipn what* 
ever, except the assumption that a vision of ^ 
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great earthquake (a greater than which is de- 
scribed in a subsequent chapter), and the dark- 
ening of the sun, and the consequent alarm of 
the men on the earth, was a prophecy of the 
day of* judgment ; which, I think, I proved by 
various reasons to be not only unnecessary but 
impossible ; and, on this one interpretation, I 
said the whole of the system was in fact founded, 
as Dr. Todd himself would probably admit. 

Then, when we came to the actual interpre- 
tation of the visions, I pointed out to you that 
in the very first, interpreting the sealed book to 
be our Lord's commission to judge the world, 
as being identical with " the volume of the 
book" mentioned in the Psalms and in the 
Epistle to the Hebrews, there was what I can 
only call a gross blunder. I said that the in- 
terpretation of the first Seal could not be right, 
as making it a vision of no action or event: 
whereas, the three next exactly similar Seals 
were visions of things actually done upon the 
earth; and because that interpretation of the 
four manifestly homogeneous visions was unho- 
mogeneous. The other three of those four Seals 
only describing what might take place at any 
time of the world, there was nothing more to be 
said. about them, except that, as such events 
have taken place already, there is no need to 
go to the fixture to look for them. The fiiturist 
interpretation of the fifth Seal, though it cannot 
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perhaps be pronounced impossible, is nerer- 
thelesSy as fiur as we can judge from the state of 
the world (which I showed to be a fair argu- 
ment) highly improbable; and for this also 
there is no occasion to look for a future fulfil- 
ment. The sixth Seal I had remarked upon 
previously ; and, under these Seals, I first called 
your attention to Dr. Todd's urditeral and un- 
authorized interpretation, and application to all 
the events in the Revelation, in whatever order 
fliey may occur, of our Lord's prophecy on the 
Mount of Olives respecting the destructi<m of 
Jerusalem and the ''signs of His coming." I 
next showed you that Dr. Todd was obliged to 
insert the vision of the sealing between the 
fifth and sixth Seals, though that was directly 
contrary to the order of the same events which 
he considered to be predicted in the aforesaid 
prophecy of our Lord : also, that that could not 
be^ as he assumed, a distinct vision, supple- 
mentary to that of the first six Seals ; but was 
obviously connected with the following one of 
the seventh Seal and the included Trumpets ; 
which, nevertheless, he had pronounced to be 
parallel to, and a repetition of, the vision of the 
six Seals. I fiirther argued that the silence of 
the seventh Seal could not mean what Dr. Todd 
supposes ; because the character (I do not mean 
the interpretation) of the subsequent visions 
- was not yfhdX he represents it to be ; and, fiir-r 
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iher, that it proved that the seventh Seal could 
not be the commencement of a new series of 
visions. 

I showed you that Dr. Todd does not really 
understand the first four Trumpets literally, as 
he professes ; and that so understood they are 
nonsense, and therefore they must have a sym- 
bolical meaning; and that he calls that a 
literal interpretation which interprets part of a 
vision literally, and leaves out the remainder as 
undeserving of any interpretation at all. The 
raterpretation of the two woes of the locusts and 
the horsemen I objected to, as neither literal , 
nor symbolical. Dr. Todd, however, admits the 
necessity of sjrmbolical interpretation in those 
two visions, and therefore he cannot object to 
the usual interpretations merely on that ground, 
nor on account of the interpretation of their 
periods ; for he has not even attempted to prove 
the incorrectness of the modem system in that 
respect. I called your attention to the fact that 
he does not give any interpretation at all of a 
vision occupying more than a whole chapter ; 
which, therefore, on his system, means nothing, 
and might as well have been omitted ; and that he 
includes that vision and another, which have not 
at all the character of woes, in the second woe. 
To one of these, the vision of the measuring of 
the temple, he gives a meaning not only unsup- 
ported by any other prophecy respecting the 
restoration of the Jews, but flatly contradicted 
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by that very prophecy of our Lord, which he 
brings forward as a proof of the correctness of 
his interpretation : our Lord predicting the de- 
struction of the temple, Dr. Todd predicting 
its preservation. Then follows what I consider 
his most signal failure, in the vision of the wit- 
nesses ; in which I think I have shown, beyond 
a doubt, that the very particulars which he relies 
on in fevour of his literal interpretation, do, 
every one of them, show that interpretation to 
be impossible; and that not only as to Ae 
scene, and as to the person^, but as to the 
period ; in which case his whole system is neces- 
sarily overthrown at once. He goes out of his 
way to make an objection to the popular inter- 
pretations, especially Mr. Faber's, on account of 
their difficulty in making the third woe come 
quickly after the second. I replied that Mr. 
Faber, at least, has no such difficulty, for that 
with him the third woe does come quickly ; _but 
that the difficulty lies with Dr. Todd himself, 
who neither has given, nor is allowed by his 
fundamental principles to give, any meaning at 
all to the word " quickly" in this passage, as 
distinguished from the word " hereafter," applied 
to the second woe. 

And then came the concluding lecture, of 
which the greater part is occupied with an inter- 
pretation which he cannot complete ; and which, 
as far as it goes, is unsupported by, and in fact 
ppposed to, the scriptural authorities yiWk hQ 
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cites ; and the small remainder of the lecture 
contains his few general remarks on the most 
important character in the Apocalypse and the 
professed subject of his own book : which re- 
marks, so far from refuting the common inter- 
pretation, are, as far as they go, perfectly con- 
sistent with it (with an exception not worth 
notice). I do not hesitate to say, now that I have 
had occasion to examine the book more carefully 
than in merely reading it, that I am satisfied 
that every proposition which Dr. Todd has ad- 
vanced of any consequence to his system is 
wrong ; and I beg you to observe that I have 
discussed them all as independently of each 
other as possible, and not merely argued that 
this interpretation cannot be right, because it 
depends upon another, which I have before 
proved to be wrong ; or that this cannot be true, 
unless something else, which Dr. Todd has said 
nothing about, is true also. 

I quite agree with what he says in the last 
few pages — that the real question in the inter- 
pretation of the prophecies is, what is the true 
interpretation — not what is most serviceable as 
an argument in controversies with Romanists. 
In a former part of the book, he mentions it, as 
a sort of objection to the Anti-Roman system^ 
that it was never thought of till the Reformation, 
I think I have already remarked to you that, in 
the first place, this is not exactly true, the Pope 
li^ving been called t^e Man of Sin by tho§^ 
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whom Dr. Todd and Mr. Maitland and the 
Papists consider heretics indeed, but whom other 
people deny to have been heretics, and who cer- 
tainly lived long before the Reformation ; and 
I need hardly observe, in the second place, that 
it was not exceedingly probable that the Pope 
would be regarded as Antichrist, or the Beast, 
or the Man of Sin, by those who believed he 
wa$ the Vicar of Christ. And, thirdly, you will 
remember what I told you (on the authority of 
Mr. Faber's book), that the Man of Sin was 
expected^ by the primitive Christians, just where 
both those ancient alleged heretics and the mo- 
dem Protestants have agreed that he has been 
found. Now, I say that, in looking for the " true 
interpretation," all these things — and a great 
many others which Dr. Todd has kept entirely 
out of the view of his hearers in the chapel of the 
University of Dublin, before whom he appeared 
as a teacher of the truth, though to you and me 
he only appears as a prophetical controversialist 
— are essential to a true and honest enquiry into 
the meaning of the prophecies; and I say,- 
further, that treating " the prophecies relating 
to Antichrist in the Apocalypse" in the way Dr. 
Todd has done is not an investigation of truth, 
but an attempt to find something, in one direc- 
tion only, that may be made to pass for the 
truth. 

No doubt, " the nicknames of Antichrist, or 
Babylon, or the Man of Sin, cast upon our 
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Opponents, with rancorous acrimony in popular 
invectives^ cannot permanently advance the cause 
of truth." But if it be true that those " nick- 
names" are intended by God to apply to our 
opponents — as they must be intended to apply 
to somebody, then it is clear that the cause of 
truth must be advanced by endeavouring, by all 
fair means, to produce a general conviction that 
they are so intended. Dr. Todd talks as if 
those who apply these epithets to Rome refiised 
, to give any reason for their faith, or to enter 
into any discussion with their opponents; or 
required all Protestants to believe in that inter- 
pretation as an essential article of the Protestant 
faith : all of which is notoriously as far as pos- 
sible from the fact. I will venture to say there 
is not a book of any reputation on the Anti- 
Roman system in which there are not more 
arguments brought forward to prove that Rome 
is Babylon, &c., than Dr. Todd has brought 
forward to prove any proposition in his whole 
book. And then, instead of setting to work to 
answer these arguments, he says he has not 
time to do that, but sets up himself and his 
allies as the real enquirers after, and disco- 
verers of, prophetic truth; and all other in- 
terpreters, for the last three hundred years, as 
maintainers of a system which they had never 
attempted to prove to be true, merely for the 
purposes of religious controversy. 

And not only does he talk as if nobody had 
proved, or attempted to prove, the Anti-Roman 
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system to be true ; but as if it had been actually 
proved, and was really known to be £eilse: — 
" The cause of our Church, and of the reforma- 
tion of religion which she has adopted, needs not 
the support o{ falsehood, and has nothing to fear 
from the investigation of truth." Now, this 
assertion can mean nothing, except that some- 
body else maintained or supposes that the 
Church does require the support of falsehood. 
Nobody would think of saying, the Church does 
not require the support of murder. And does it 
not strike you as rather presumptuous, in a man 
who says he has not time to prove that a certain 
interpretation is unscriptural, to proceed to talk 
of it as falsehood, and to designate his own un- 
proved assertion as the investigation of truth ? 
— more especially, when that which he calls un- 
scriptural and Mse has been (as he admits) the 
doctrine generally received in his own Church 
for centuries — indeed, ever since it has been pos- 
sible, from the nature of the case, for the doc- 
trine to exist ; and when, in addition to that, 
the faith of the Church he seeks to defend is 
admitted by himself to be " heretical," " erro- 
neous," " superstitious," and a " modern corrup- 
tion" (p. 263). A few years ago, all this 
would have been very difficult to understand ; 
but, if an explanation of it were needed now, Dr. 
Todd has given it, and shown why he, a member 
of the Church of England, is so exceedingly 
anxious to persuade us, by argument as far as 
he can, and where argument fails him, by bold 
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assertions, that the generally received interpre- 
tation of the prophecy of the Apocalyptic Beast 
is false. " Let us rejoice (says he) that we are 
permitted to regard those who are in communion 
with the see of Rome, not as those who, accord- 
ing to the sentence of Scripture as the followers 
of Antichrist, would be beyond the possibility of 
salvation, but as fellow-Christians." I do not 
quote this in order to remark, again, upon the 
fallacy of that favourite dilemma of Dr. Todd's 
school, that if men are followers of what he calls 
Antichrist they cannot be Christians or be 
saved ; but to point out to you his opinion of the 
spirit in which we ought to perform the opera- 
tion of what he calls "investigating the truth" 
— viz., to rejoice if we can find — that is, to en- 
deavour to find — that that Church, which is the 
great enemy of our own, is not to be destroyed 
by the great Head of the Church ; but that 
some tremendous persecution, such as never 
hath yet been, awaits our own Church in com- 
mon with the rest of Christendom. And why 
are we to rejoice if we can persuade ourselves 
of this ? Because, then, we may " hope, even 
against hope, that Rome may be led to follow the 
example of our Church ; and, casting off the 
errors that now defile her, may unite with us in 
the defence of our common faith." That is the 
way in which we are to investigate the truth of 
the prophecies: to seek, not for the truth simply, 
but for that which will render it not only im- 
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possible (a hope against hope), that an union 
may be effected between the Roman and the 
English Churches. 

Now, I take leave to say, on the contrary, 
that, if we are to examine the Bible with any 
prejudice at all — ^with any desire at all to find 
one view true rather than another (as in fact 
nearly all men inevitably do) — then every man 
who really seeks the welfare of the English 
Church ought to hope that that interpretation 
may be true which leads us not to expect a 
fearfiil persecution of our own Church ; and 
much more that which foretells the destruction 
of the Romish Church. This may seem a 
harsh and uncharitable doctrine; but we can 
only judge according to our means of judging. 
Dr. Todd admits, and nobody denies — certainly 
not those who have gone over to Rome — that it 
is against hope to hope that Rome will come to 
us. All real Christians hope for the ultimate 
unity of the body of Christ's Church — all real 
Protestants must believe that Rome is the great 
hindrance to that unity. If there is no room to 
hope for unity by its reformation, there is only 
one other way — its destruction. Nor is this 
the only reason why we ought to hope that the 
belief in the destruction of Popery may not be 
abolished. That belief is the most effectual pre- 
servative against apostasy to Rome. A man 
may believe anything else about the Church of 
Rome — may talk of its errors or superstitions 
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justjas Dr; Todd does ; and yet he may be led 
to think all such objections counterbalanced by 
the advantages of unity, or something else ; and 
if he does think so, there is no argument by 
which he can be convinced that it is not the 
duty of the smaller body of Protestants to join 
the larger body of the Roman Church — no 
argument but one, viz., the belief that that 
Church is destined, not to be the centre of unity, 
but to be cut off and consumed, and its smoke 
to go up for ever. No man who believes this, 
and is not insane, can possibly join the Roman 
Church, at least from religious motives. 

I conclude, therefore, by saying (without either 
assuming that Dr. Todd's interpretation is false, 
or that it is true), that no Protestant ought to 
rejoice, or to hope, that it is true ; for, if it is. 
Dr. Todd will have removed out of the way, I 
by no means say the only valid argument, but 
the only argument, which, if valid, is conclusive^ 
over which no other can ever preponderate, and, 
moreover, the one specially adapted to these 
times, against the lawfulness of following that 
which he calls the heretical, superstitious, and 
corrupt Church of Rome — " that great city 
which sitteth upon seven mountains, and with 
whom the kings of the earth have committed 
fornication. '' I remain, 

Your's very truly, 
31st Dec. 1847. E. B. DENISON. 

William Edward Painter, 342, Strand, London. 
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